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For Zion’s sake will I not - hold my Riess: and for doresaiunte s sake I will not rest 





until the Righteousness thereof go forth as brightness and the Salvation thereof as a | 

Lamp that Burneth.- —lsaiah | Ixit: 1. p } 
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THE POSTPION OF THE ‘CHURCH Dr. MehKim, the latter was allowed toe give him { 
STANDARD a strong back hander and then the discussion of 


Papal claims came teas abrupt an ending as the 
Some weeks age there was printed sinul 


Ys" 


Russian parliament 

taneously in the Living Church of Milwaukee The Church Standard was more keen for 

and the Church Standard of Vhiladelphia an ar- 

ticle by the Rev. Randolph MehKim, D.D.. of 
“. me yy a . Verge Nains” 2 

Washington, D.C. on “the Papal Claims” in its columns has been permitted to continue 


‘ criticism af Dr. Briggs’ notable paper on the growing week by 


making its correspondence lively during the dog 


days and up te date the Petrine controversy in 


ae Re ene 





Wee k More entertaminyg 


ly Papacy, published in the North slmerican Re- 
" clei last: February. That people's minds are WHEE THE CHEERS TE STANDARD CONCEDES, 
: full of the question of the Papacy ino relation In the issue of July 20 the Church Standard 


to Church Unity just now is evidenced by the inade it. own editorial deliverance on the “Papal 


quantities of letters which the article of Dro Claims in the Light of Eeelesiastieal History.” 


MeKim = immediately evoked in beth papers. Some of its concessions are worth ao passing 
The Living Chureh las a way of treating these notices Speaking of the Conneil of Sardica it 
4 whe wish to ventilate their opinions im its cole say. 
wns, whieh reminds one of the way the Czar \\. oh 
of Russia terminates the deliberations of the | Gouneit of Sardi , : ? 
Dama, when the members are in) danger of r that moderr ae pa a Ht 
! saving anvthing which they ought not te. Just cane genuine While Mr Whathar late of 
7 as seon as the correspondence on any subject in 348 tee rhs Ee, the 4 és know) le ent af 
which the public is especially interested begins . ee cee : hg 
i! te wan interesting in the columns of the Laci schavech ice. hie ach Ya ny rls 
b Church the editor is sure to take alarm. and the prin eee eee ee orobativ had 
under the name of the last contributer fortumate 4 Tiree into wy bramaans tothe transit \ 
enough to get a hearing, the stereotyped format , gl a fs shal ry, Cs aor Tam 
appears: “The discussion of this subiect is mow oat eset aa be a 


closed.” In the present instance a contributor gan. aay 


to Tr ry 


“cl 
Laue get inserted a short repomder te ‘ ! ft nderend an / 1 Church 
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during. t e vuturies. Whatever the origin 
f Es Christianity, for the greater part of that 
trite J rd ta i ote though not quite as ah 
lect t ssive to ft utthority of Rome as any 
t ' do Chu (italics ours 


have devoted many pages of Tie Lane 
to the historical proof of what the Church Stand- 
It is vratifving to know that the 
\rthur E. What- 
net written i vain on the subjeet and 
Standard retires 


field 


ard here concedes 


Rey. Spencer Jones and the Rev. 


ham have 


1 1 


that at least the ¢ /iereh van- 


quished from this ‘and itis a 


prurrty lar 
t 


large one), leaving the Papacy in’ recognized 


possession of the Enelish Chureh from Gregory 


the Great until the reformation 


PH TUDOR DECLARVETON Of 


INDEPENDENCE, 
But while conceding that the Church of Kome 


Was recognized by the Ceomnen of Sardica as 


“the center of Chureh unity.” the Church Sta 

dard insists on the “right of the Chureh of 
eneland te rejeet the papal authority in’ all its 
horns Phe inclusion of england in the West- 
ern Patriarchate gave the Pope no right te lord 
toover Gods heritags Hohen there ts hope 
that the authori Previews A recognized would 
he richteots erercised, it} might he properly 
repudiated (Italies ours.) In other) words 


when the Pope world not give the King permis 


stom to put away his saintly consort and substi- 


tute ter her a dewd adventuress, Papal jurisdic- 
ton “night be properly repudiated.” so perhaps 
thinks the editor of the Clirch Standard, ut 


\neheans, whe refitse te endorse any such sen 
tient 
Vis 


are, thank Grd, rapidly on the increase 
Laver has also been shedding a good deal 
of hight on the causes which led te the repudia- 
tion of Papal supremacy in the days of the Tu- 


dors and our readers can no longer be taken in 


bv such unhisterical trash as the editor of the 
Church Standard has given his readers in’ the 
foregoing: quotation, 
Tis CHOTCE Of CANES 
\oditthe later on in) the same editeriat the 


Church Standard shows very plainly to whieh 


of the Pwo Camps.” mentioned in the \ugust 
Lawn, it proposes to give its support. The Ro- 
man camp ots abhorrent te ait, but the Inter- 
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denominational camp is fair to behold. It says 
“There is far less likelihood of rapprocheme t 
Christ 
aMnity, because the former I her very lack ot 


with Rome than with denominational 


criticism and rational influence has bound her 
self hand and foot and cannot surrender hes 
When, ther 


fore, the lines are drawn in the fierce struge) 
that is the 


monstrously exaggerated claims.” 


surely coming between fi rees af 
Protestant Federation and Rapprochement with 
Keome, the burch Standard clearly shows what 
banner at will upheld 

HE REPUBLIC OF Got, 
Rather than have the \ngliean Chureh recent 
ancient to the 


Standard, iW we 


ter its submission \postolic See, 


nustake not, would 


thi merch 
he willy te surrender even. the historic Epises 


pate and join with the sects in forming one Ing 
non-Episcopal Protestant 


non-Reoman and 


Church. In oan editorial on “The Republic of 


God July 27, it makes this amazing statement 
“The Commonwealth of [sraelii.e., the Chureh 5, 
could, if absolutely necessary, develop an entire 
would not be so striking 


new muustry, whieh 
its historical descent as the old, but would as 


represent Christ and be equally effes 
five for the 


sacramental life, because the su 


total spiritual life and power and authortt 





esides in the Chureh hers (Italics ours.) 
Study this deliverance of the Church Sta 

dard carefully and vou will find in it a complet 

surrender of 


tial oof 


\postolic succession as an ess 
for the 





the Chureh’s — constitution 
rapprochement 
The 


tian people. after the analogy of the 


sake oof with denominational 
of Chri- 
Amer 


can Republic, if absolute necessity require it 


Christianity. Commonwealth 


has power to let go the 
New 
entirely new one, and although it would be not 


\postolie ministry im- 
stituted in the Testament and “develop an 
“oO striking in its historical descent as the old 
vet it would as genuinely represent Christ. and 
for the 
Such is the teaching of the Church Standard 





he equally effective sacramental 


Om these grounds every ministry in’ Christer 


dom is justified, provided it can claim: absolut 


necessity for its having been created, and 

















simplifies entirely intercommumion with the see 
tarian bodies. “The historic episcopate is a little 
more striking, and picturesque, if vou will, but 
then the new ministries created by the necessi 
ties of the sixteenth century, or of any subse- 
quent century, just as genuinely represent Christ 
Therefore all reason for exclusiveness on the 
part of the Anglican episcopate is taken out of 
the wav and the read to interdenominational 
federation is cleared of all impassible barriers 
THE PARTING OF THE WAYs, 

Who is so stupid as not to see the parting of 
the wavs between the two schools of thought in 
the Anglican body. ‘Those who cling te the 
Catholic faith and the Scriptural and traditional 
conception of the Church as the Kingdom ot 
God must ultimately rally te the standard of 
Reunion with the Apostolic See, and those whe 
have substituted for divine revelation the refor 
mation heresy of “The Republic of God” wall as 
certainly jom the Protestant unten, and sone 
where and some time. while the process is work 
ing itself out, there will be a cleavage and the 
Anglican body will be split in twain, or else one 
or the other clement will be driven out and the 
other remain in’ sole possession. | Anglo-Catho 
lics, no longer hesitate! Cast in vour lot at onec 
with the party of Corporate Reunion, and stand 
for the preservation of your Catholic inheritance 
against what the Bishop of London in lis Crd 
deson sermon deseribed as “a united and tr 


umphant non-conformity.” 


WUTC IX PARYO, 


In reading the life of Sister Vine Catherine 
Emmerich the other dav we came tpon the viston 
of St: Peter's, Rome, which is subjoined. Wit 
ever opinion any one may have of vistons in gen 
eral and Sister Emmerich’s in particular, all will 
agree, we think, in) pronouncing the following 
a vivid symbolic pieture, on the human stde at 
least. of the struggle now going on in France and 
elsewhere between the Church and those whe 
seck her destruction. 

“T saw St. Peter's \ great crowd of men were 


+1 


trying to pull it down whilst others constantly built 


| 
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| Woup again Lanes mnectedd these ime ne with an 
jether and wath others throughout the whole werkd | 
}was amazed at ther perfect understanding. The de 
Weelishers, mest | litter 
Mt sects, Treeke cotf while dow | rd 
my te rules anda ! Phex wore 1 pros 
Vouaed owath dl | ' \ in 
tes did trowel tick om them belt hve duime 
f the others were Vit Ihrer went mong the 
demolishers distinguished men weartmg unforms and 
eT Thhex add not work themmpelyes, Tutt thep 
marked out the ow wit trowel where low at 
should te tern dows hae oan horror | S  atneng 
them Catholic priest. Whenever the workmen did) mot 
hinow low te ge th Went te oa @ertam ane am ther 
party Tle tia large book, which seemed te eontam 
Ny le plano mw nel ft ! it 
Rin marke 1 \ wi t trowel parts te 
Ihe catt ame they n n low They worked 
enet] med conti t +l tt ! uly 
Whilst at ow me | ld nh oeote sade 
it was heme relat het \ t il 
] | nr ole lune ther 
h ’ me l nh. bringing le steome 
j trnneler 1} cloal v eu roth rething 
ry Ine d | ’ lenee 
rm! ‘ ‘ | w Val 
won 1 | ! TS ' \ trownt 
i Chureh w ! ' ‘ could 
iB ! t 7 ! iting 
r the x ! } ! wie 
| vantle fell w !  hogt 
} wetil <1 Ion rn 1 <p it eral 
the ehurely Inthe | lent ' tuk 
} ou her prose, \ i ! could 
}o ‘ 1 | nth 
labile mvt There came men, old tppled, Teme 
forgotten, followed th ti re ye peopl Deen, 
somen hildlren, ceelostasty wel | do the editiwee 
Iw re ! Ilan I 4 s Pepe coma 
im pr hen Wriget rel tat terner Jookiog than 
his preeles i | 1 } 
1] ! | w ould 
Jemmnds ! f i pubiles 
1 the re ' | Pope, hefore 
1] j t hex ! out 
from ft i fol f i h htgh 
wl teow mt re ling and 
grumbling | ! ery 
we thers Now ls the 
vrane t > Y i} ny Witte 
| apres wer ‘ ght nn- 
| obs ld, rN ing ‘ wie 
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\ fine specimen of the sort of Roman Catho- 
lic who richly deserves expulsion from the Fold 
of Peter, is the anonymous writer, whom the 
Church Times, to its own diseredit has hired to 
play the act of a snarling cur at the heels of 
Pope Pius N- for the entertainment, or else the 
disgust of The this 
“erumbling scold” on “The Pope and Modern- 
ism” in the Church Times of July to, could hard- 


its readers, article from 


Iv have displaved more venom had it been writ- 


ten by Clemenceau or Viviani. After recording 
with guste the recent vietory in the Roman mu- 
the ‘Bloc’ 


Radicals, Socialists and Repub- 


nicipal cleetions of “anti-clerical 
formed by the 
heans.” he 

“Thus the 
of all agaist 
that will he 
anti-clertcalism ts 


SUVS Is 


Papal policy is leading to a combination 


parties the 


this 


Papacy. It is to be hoped 
remembered if, in a few years’ time, 
Italy as it is likely to 
he if the present pontificate lasts long. No doubt 
shalb then be told, as we told about France, 
that all the misfortunes of the Church are due to the 


dominant. in 
we 


are Tow 


Freemasons or the Devil, or to any cause except the 
trne one—namely, the policy of Pius XN.” 
\s an illustration of the way this “Roman 


Catholic Correspondent” tries te throw dust in 
the eves of the British public, take, for example, 
his bitter attack upon the Pope for writing a let- 
ter to Dr. Commer of Vienna condemning a 
movement to erect a monument to the memory 
of Dr. Schell, whose writings prior to his death 
had come under the censure of ecclesiastical au- 
thoritv. Ome single extract from Schell’s Gott 
wind Geist (1, 330) will be enough, we think, to 
convince our readers that he ought to have been 
taken in hand. It favors much of the teaching 
of Mr. Campbell: 

“AX man nught be 


called moral who with 


liberation precipitates himself into a life of 


full de- 
dissolute- 
hheraucuar 
from a life of vice. He 
the 


ness in order to ratse himself again (sich 


heiten) by moral fore 
not be 
strictly speaking it ts net 
the victory He 
evil) but time 


would 


immoral Csehlech*) in proper sense, for 


over it wishes the passage through 


only feria Thus he would stand be- 


neither truly ged.” 


| ship's fine assertion 


the evil itself he wishes but | 


\thelstan Riley, July 16, in reply to the Eishop 
Archbishop of 
Canterbury on the Royal Commission and the 
doctrine of the Holy 


of Oxford's open letter to the 


ucharist, reveal ties 
veteran knights of the Blessed Sacrament, re 
turning to the charge, unsatisfied with his lord 
that “the 
have expressly declared their thorough recogni 


COMM Tsstotters 


tion of the plainest and fullest teaching of the 


if 
Real Presence as teaching whichshas a rightful 


place in the ministry of the Chureh of England, 

The president of the English Chureh Union 
beys to sav: 

“May To remind the Bishop of Oxford and th 
Bishop of Gloucester, endorses the Bishop of 
Oxford's letter, of the Cardinal Ni 
who insists that in all controversies the one essential 
thing is to detine your terms. T would very 
fully ask the Bishop of Oxford to detine his 

“The doctrine of the 
trine of 
the 


who 


words of wien 


not the doc- 
a presence of Christ in the whole Rite, but 
that the and Wine sacramer 

mystically, but really, and in an ineffable 
virtue of Conseeration and the operation 


Real Presence is 
doctrine Bread 
manner bs 
Staten il 
‘are made. ‘are changed inte’ the B 
and Blood of Christ 


Ghost. “hecome, 
It is not necessary te show tat 
where His Body is, there is Christ, and that thereto 
the Bread and Wine’ 
Sennett Dr. Pusey) 


Christ is to 


‘under form of (the words of 


Mr 


species ¢ f 


drawn up by 


Bread and Wine,’ he adored 





‘under the 


This is precisely what any plain man reading the Re- 


pert of the Commission, and more emphatically str 


if he reads the evidence on which the Report is tound 
ed, must believe to be condemned. . The poin 
at issue is plainly stated by the Bishop of Vermon 


ina charge recently published and being circulated 1 


England, in which, if words mean anything, the fact 


that ‘the 
sense the 


inward part of the Eucharist is 
Body and Blood of Christ’ 
ek arly denied.” 


in any litera 


seems 


We 
study of Bishop Tall’s “triennial charge tot 
laity of the Vern 
and we are prepared to substantiate what | 


have made a critical and 


clergy and Diocese of 


Halifax says about it. 
exposition of the kind of “Real Presence’ t 


ee ig ) Roval C issi are ‘pare stand spren 
tween good and evil, without being internally bad, but | Roy al Commission are prepared to tand 


for as the doctrine of the Chureh of Png 


, 45 ) and it is an explicit denial of the Catholic 
Phe letters of Lord Halifax, July 18, and of | Pn os 


of the Real Presence of eur Loris 


painstaking 


To us it seems a clea 














staking 
try the 
s 

i ch 
etl 





Bods and Plood in the Holy Eucharist as de- 
fined by the Couneil of Trent and as embodied 
in the formal teaching of the Orthodox Churches 
of the East. That Bishop Phall rejeets the oth 
cial teaching of the balance of the West and the 
entire East in faveur of a supposed Chureh of 
Eneland doctrine and condemns adoration as 


T towards the consecrated clements as in 


clireeter 
amy literal sense containing the Body. Soul and 
Divinity of Christ, is easy to show from his own 
words, which we will now proceed to give, and 
We assure our readers that there is no mistake 
about the “inverted commas.” On that score 
at least we will give no handle either to the Lord 
Bishop of Oxford or to the Bishop of Vermont 

“There as a danger oof the sober and restrained 


teaching of our best Anglican divines, based on thetr 


study oof fholy Seripture and ancient authors, being 


largely forsaken for presentations of sacramental and 
eucharistic doctrine drawn from mediaeval and Romau 
SOMES 


XN gol deal of exaggerated Linguage ts preva 
Tent in deetrinal and devotional hooks whieh have a 





considerable ctrenlation, and are apt te colour the 


teaching of the vounger clergy” (pp. 7, 8). In a foot. 


note he specities “for the sake of example.” Catholic 
Doctrn md Practice, by Rev. ALG. Mortimer, and a 
Inscerning the Lord's Body: the Real 


Presence. Wo the Revo He Page 


popular tract, 

Dyer, with a preface 

Tyo the Bishopoof Pond duo Lac We hope the mention 
' 


of these excellent works by Bishop Pall will largely 
increase them crrenlation 


“The declaration of the Couneil of 
Whole Christ 


Trent that the 
His Body, Soul and: Divinity is present 
moeich particle ef the consecrated bread and wine, os 
misteading., if met. strieth: speaking. macecurate’” Cpp 
IN igs Iho fewot-mote te says "The uses te which 
the conseerated elements were commonly put im early 
aves seem ote show. conelusively that) there was not 
Sacrament, which later 
Western Churen. If 
it had been beheved that ‘the Body and Blood, together 


the same conception of the 


gained general acceptance in the 


with the soul and Divinity of our Lord) Jesus Christ 


are truly. really and) sdbstantially ino the Saerament’ 


could at heen.” he asks, “a sanctioned and tolerated 
eustet to carry the Sacrament on ¢he per 
sono fer protection, ete” 

That Bishop Plall does not believe that doe- 
trine of the Real Presence which he sav has 


“eained general acceptance ino the West and 
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might truthfully have added, in the East alse, 1s 
very evident from these quotations, but as sers 
ing te clear away. the 


“theological fog’ whieh 


envelopes the vague references of the Rova 

Commission and its exponents te a Church of 

England doctrinesof the “Real Presence.’ this 

“Charge” of the Bishop of Vermont is mest op 
“Real 


Mishap Tall, and presumably the 


portune. Whatever kind of Presenes 
Roval Com 
nusston, heheve in, it ts something else from that 
substantial presenee of the Body, Soul and Dh 
Blessed 


Prent. follows the 


vinity oof Christ in the Sacrament 
affirmed by the Fathers of 
tradition of the Cathole Churel from the times 
of the Apostles and the actual words of inst 


tution. Bishop Phall says 


The broken bread) and outpeoureel wine tfter the 
recitation oof Chirist’s words of institution, represent 
Christ's Body broken and Elis Blood shed im Eis pa 
ston But oat as met the Body and) Blood as sueh that 
secoffer, either really or symboleally present in, the 
holy gifts ats Christ's death as a moral act thar we 
plead, ete” (pp to, tn) Ino oa foot-mote de adds 
(1) the broken bread and outpourcd wine are offered 
of Christ's Body and Blood 


ind (20 then the bread and wine so used are returned 


ter Cal as syanhols 


teots quickened and vivitied by the Spirit of God) and 
made te be the means of conveying to our miner and 


regenerate being the Body and Blood of Christ, © oe. 


1 fresh share oom the cortus f ilis sa 1 fimmanit 
Strietiy speaking, we do not fer the Bod md B d 
tf Christ, but only inca figure Lhe material offerings 


e wiven back te us endowed with sporit etheacs 


Reservation of the « 


tre ot prayer “te secure tal presenes 





that we may visit Elim inthe Saerament on 


to tabernacle or mvenstramee, as altewether watheout an 


ther. fron Seriprirre ro tite porarative Churel Suel 


Lopractice as based upon the snption Cunwarranted 
fer canny uch superstroeture) that the presence of 
Christ as bv virtue of the msecration Permanently 

ted for amy purpese wath th sacramental ele- 


ments, Whereas atoas oomly guaranteed for the purposes 
for which He instituted the Sacrament” tp gor Ttahes 
ours tp ever Mistanes 

We de onet know how better te deserthe this 
doctrine of Bishop Tall. than by calling it a 
Calvine-Zwinghan bvbrid) bf this i. the kind of 


Real Presence the Reval Coninisstonm coneeives 
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to be in conformity with the teaching of the 
Choreh of England at very Incidly explains their 
objection te aets of adoration directed) towards 
the consecrated elements and the Enalish Chureh 
Union is amply justified in insisting on the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury and the Bishops of Oxford 
and Gloucester, whe sat on that commission com: 
ing out from under cover of ambiguous plirase 1 
ogy and stating explicit) whether they under- 
stand the Body and Blood of Christ te be present 





in the Catholic sense m the Blessed Sacrament or 


Te 


Mr. A\thelstan Riley does not hesitate. to com- 
plain that the views of the Bishop of Oxtord 
as expressed in his letter, about the Real lres- 
enee are very hazy: 

“In vour letter, your lordship gives me vers clear and 
intelligible view of your own opinions as te the pres- 
ence of our Lord ino the Poly Eucharist ‘ ‘ 

“My Lord Bishop. we. at any rate, have no desire 


te crouch 


the obscurity of a theologieal fogs allow 
me, therefore. to state clearly what we do believe, and 
Towill do so in the phraseology of Mr. Keble, whieh, 
if Tohad had any opportunity. To should have put be- 
fore the Bishop of Gloucester and vourself at the meet 
ing of the Representative Chureh Couneil “Che author 
of the ‘Christian Year’ says Cin answer te a Bishops 
Pastoral Letter on the Most Tloly Eucharist) that the 
following dowmatical statements may perhaps help. te 
relteve some of the ‘lewildermye thoughts’ 

“ht DT beheve that there is one. and only One. True 
Body of the Lord Jesus. in the sense in which any 
man’s natural body is called his own ‘That Body, 1 
mean, which Tle teok of the Blessed) Virgin Mary 
when Tle came inte the world 

“2 That neither this Body, nor the reasonable Soul 
which He took to Himself at the same time. nor THis 
Manhood, consisting of beth together. have or. ever 
had any distinet: personality, hot lave subsisted, ana 
ever will) subsist, as takem ite the 


Fternal Son of Goad 


Porson oof the 


“3 That as the Divine Word or Person of Christ 
is everywhere and always present and adorable, so 
ever since the Pnearnation the Presence of the Body 
of Christ, or the Presence of the Soulof Christ. or of 
hoth umted. whenever and wherever amb however He 
vouchsafes toomotify it ts tebe taken as a warrant and 
call for espoetal adoration on the part ot all Tis rea- 
sonable ercatures, te whom the knowledge of the two 
natures bas been revenled doration to Tim as te God 
Most High. and te Elin Thely Miaantsood. meg separately 





hot as subsisting in lis) Divine Person. T belies 
therefore, 

“Cg) That His Saered Body, hanging on the Cr 
and Jaid in the grave, was adorable 

“¢s) To ounderstand the words, “This is) My Bod 
which is given) Cbroken) for you” literally taken. + 
affirm that what He gives us in the Sacrament is the 
same Body which was sacrificed on the Cross 

“Coy And TP believe that those words ought to bh 


literally taken. Therefore, 


‘ 


ment, under the Name of Plis Body, is adorable.” 


“C7) TP believe that what He gives us in the Sacr 


One of the American clergy ina recent letter 
tous says: “The hopelessness of Anglicanism 
heeomes daily more apparent as a separated 
We are glad that a fact, which for a 
long time has been obvious to wellnigh everybods 


cause.” 


else ins the universe, is at last dawning on the 
consciousness of our Anglican brethren them 
selves. When we wake thoroughly out of our 
self-complacent dreams of insular superiority we 
shall make more strenuous efforts to get back 
into union with our mother, the Church of 
Rome, and then our reproach in’ [srael will he 
done away, 

The Catholic women of Madrid, Spain, we are 
told, have formed an association pledged to. stay 
away from all plays which are in the least im 
moral or detrimental to the good name of the 
Church. Their promise includes the obligation 
to leave the theatre in case they inadvertently at 
tend a bad play. Tt is hard) for Anglo-Saxon- 
to appreciate the truth that any good thing can 
come out of Spain, especially twentieth century 
Spain, but here is a movement begun by th: 
Catholic women of Madrid, which might do un 
told good in elevating the morale of Christendom 
if Christian women everywhere should take it 
up. 


In reviewing the recent Svllabus of Pope Piu- 
N. Rome, edited by Vor Urbis, gives the follow 
iy racy description of the so-called “Aoderi 
ists,” Whose propositions. principally the Syvlla 
bus, condemns : 

The Last six propositions summarize the chief error 


of “evolutionary” Catholies—aceording te whom re 
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ligious truth net onl wears a new dress every dav 
but is constantly, losimge ats identity The early Chris- 
tians believed im the Apostles’ Creed, but # meant ter 


them something entirely different from what it meant 


for us; the Cgtholtes of the NNNth century will belies 
in it too, but for them at will bear a meaning coneern 
ing which we of the NNth century cannot even hazard 
a guess. The chief funetion of the Church with re- 
gard to religious truth is, according te the medern 
school, to act as a kind of offietal register of tae ce- 
ligious opinions of the day. Hitherto she has said to 
her children: “You are te believe this beeause at 
has been revealed divinely oor beers nm oha 
4 necessary relation with a truth divinely revealed.” 
But for the future the Chureh will say “Your must 
believe this, heeause the Abbe Loisy and Senator 
Fogazzare and many other distinguished gentlemen as- 


thing in religious thought 


the fact 


hitest 
of 


sure us that it is the 


Due notice will be given next change” In 
here hes the great fault of the Church in the beginning 


of the NXthcenturs h 


upsetting, building up, adding, 


‘sctonee rs contin y « 


mad net 


frequently contradicting to-day what it attirmed vester- 


ADDS 


subtracting, un 


day: vet the Chureh refuses to change! 


It would be interesting te see what would happen in 


evolutionary Church” eon. 


Vet the 


a “modernist, reformist, 
the 


Propositions 


structed after designs authors of the con- 
' 
' 


demned here would naturally be some 


kind of a Central Bureau te register things: then 
there would be telegraphic wires te connect it wth 
all parts of the earth: and tinally there would be an 
Hmmense number of “screntilie” reporters am every part 
of the world, ready te cateh and transmit the Litest 
“phase” of religious thought on their respective 
tricts. Instead of Keumenical Counedls, or bonevclie: 
or Deerees of the Holy Ofhee, we might reason 





all the 


Central Bureau 


look for telegraphie communications of relygnous 


novelties of the dav, sent out from the 


Thus “July 30, @ ao me: Professor Brown of Munteh 
has discovered an argument showimg that there are 
two Gods? “July 30, noon The principal Professors 
of Oxford and Cambridge are strongly in favour of 
Professor Brown's views on the existenee of twe 


Gods." “July 30, 6 pom There is a strong current 


of pepular opmmon in’ faveur of Professor Brown's 
theory about the existence of two Godse “July 31 
noon: The offielal teaching of the Evolutionary Cathe 


lic Church for the next twenty-four hours as that there 





are two Gods: “August t. moon Phe distinguished 
botanist, Mr. Smith, has reached the econelusion that 
there is no God!" “August 1. midnight There ts a 
strong current of svinpathy with Mr. Smith's opin.” 
“August 2, 730 4. m Mr. Smith's views have founda 
general acceptance among cultured Catholics.” \ugust 


Evolutionary 
Tours is 


of the 
twenty-four 


teaching 
nent 


2. noon Phe offietal 
Cathohe Chureh dur 
that there is no Goad 


iu the 


And 





soon 
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FRESH STUDIES IN| ANGLICAN 


CHIU RCE TPS TORY 
By Wei Iretl Ie UW hatham 
PROM THER PASE Ne ‘ PRON TSO FQ} Ht 
DE ALIE On LE EZA HWoOIN Pld 


(1 ed.) 
Mr. Lane informs us that it was during the 
Mapacy of Mexander TN that amnates or first 


fruits were first heard of in england © 12s) 
Now the word annates siguities a vears imecome, 
and it was the payment made by the new occu- 
pant of any benetiee at first te the \rehbishop 


1" ye .. It 


these who 


of Canterbury, and afterwards to the 


appears that from the sixth century 





were ordained paid ao tee te these ordaining 
them. Even this fee was clammed by the Popes, 
and was so claimed in’ England by Pope Boni 
face VIEL This was om the reign of Edward I 


(1272-1307), Whe asserted. however, that it was 


a novel claim. and would not permit the tax to 


he charged for more than three vears. In 1316 
during the pontitieate of John NNET, the Pepe 

obtained all English annates, and continued to 
receive them until 1334 The anmeunt this 
drained from England was vers great, being 


much Jarger than that recemed annually by 


king himself Numerous were the complaints 
made, but as TP have satd the Pope continued to 
receive these first-frouts until 1sag. which shows 
how conipletels papal Sup ret deominated the 
minds of Englishmen 

I have already referred te the failure of the 
acts of provisors and pracmunire te effeet ther 
intentions, but it as custemary fer certam An 
glican writers te spomt te the farure of Martin 
Vin his attempts te get the last) statute an- 


nulled by Parliament in order to prove that these 








statutes were effectual im checking papal as 
sumptions. Now it ts quite trite that Martin 
made this attempt. and that he failed in it, but 
while he failed nominally he succeeded prac 


tically, since as To have said he continued to pro 


vide his own mominees te Eaelsh  benefices 
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Why Parliament should have refused to annul 
this act in 1427 when Archbishop Chicheley so 
petitioned on behalf of Martin Vo when it al- 
lowed him) te continue providing for English 
hishoprics is extremely difficult to decide, es- 
pecially so when the next Pope, Eugenius TV, 
was allowed to confer the bishopric of Fly upon 
the Archbishop of Rouen in 1438, whieh he held 
for nearly six vears while remaining \rehbishop 
of Rouen in his archieptscopal see. 

\nother case this school ot \nyglicans is ac- 
customed te point te is that of the unfortunate 
Reginald Peeoek. Bishop oof st. 


subsequently of Chichester, 


\saph, and 


iy some writers, such as Bishop Short im his 
History of the Chureh of England, Peeock is 
stvled aman of no great talents, but by others 
(Eney. Brit. Vol. NIV, p. 812), learned though 
This latter opinion is endorsed by 
“Book of the Church.” p. 208, 
and by Hore. in his “Elistory of the Church of 


unfortunate 
Southey ins his 


England.” and seems to be correct. 

In 1447. four vears after his consecration to 
the see of St. Asaph, he preached at St. Paul's 
Cathedral in advocacy of the Pope's claims to 
the payment to hind of first-fruits. In 1440 he 
published a work against the Lollards in. support 
of the highest claims of the Church. This so 
pleased the Pope that he translated him in 1450 
tothe see of Chichester. In 1456, however, he pub- 
lished another work in which he claimed that rea- 
son was a better guide than authority as to the 
matter of revealed religiont /arey. Brit. Vol VTL 
fp. 413). On this charge he was condemned, de- 
posed, and imprisoned, and) though the Pope 
sent over three bulls for his restoration” they 
were ignored as contrary to the statute of Pro- 
visors, and Pecoek was kept in close contine- 
ment till his death 

Now the ignoring of these bulls has been 
claimed by certain Anglicans as proof positive 
that complete papal supremacy was never recog- 
nized in’ England. Such a view, however, is 
based upon an inability. or at all events, a relue- 
tance to appreciate the complex circumstances of 
the times. The great papal schism had only termi- 
nated with the death of Amadeus in 14st. whe had 





| 
| 
| 
| 


reigned as Pope Felix V from 1430to b4gg, In the 


latter year Amadeus had recognized the appoint- 
mentof Pope Nicholas Vy and though he was con- 
tented to resign his pretensions to the pontit 
teal chair, he was nevertheless granted the ex 
traordinary privilege of wearing the pontifical 
dress, except in a very few particulars, nor was 
it required that he should kiss the Pope's toe, 
but simply his cheek: while he was not required 
to go to Rome to attend any general council. 
Nicholas Vo died in 1455 and a very aged, fee- 
ble, and incompetent man was raised to the 
papal chair in his place, Calixtus TIL. It was to 
this Pope that Pecock appealed to be restored 
and from whom he obtained bulls to that effect, 
bulls. however, which were ignored as | have 
said, 

Now two things are to be taken into account 
in considering England's refusal to act on these 
bulls. The long papal schism just closed had 
struck deep at those sentiments of veneration 
and deference which had been wont to gather 
round the Pontiff’s chair. Archbishop Arundel 
in 1gO8 had presided over convocation when 
the subject of the divisions in the papacy ha| 
been discussed, resulting in’ the determination 
agreed to by both houses of convocation and the 
parliament that no more money should be sent 
from England to Rome until the papal schism 
was ended. This decision, however, could fot 
have been permanently acted upon, since in 1444 
we have the record of the consecration of the 
Pope's collector in’ England by the Archbishop 
of Canterbury and the Bishops of London and 
Iely. 


When Peeock was deposed in 1457, the mind 


of England had not fully recovered from. the” 


shock it had received by the deplorable papa! 
schism, it was not, therefore, in a condition to 
submit to the decree of a Pontiff known to be a 
feeble and incompetent old man, especially when 
in the eves of English Churchmen that deere: 
Was In support of one who had publicly declared 
that reason in religion was to be preferred to 
authority. Thus in refusing to act upon thi 
bulls which required Pecock’s restoration, th: 
english bishops, backed by the king, were reall 























supporting the declaration of the council of Flor- 
(1430) that the Pontiff had the 
primacy over the whole earth, while to him had 
been committed full power of feeding, govern- 


CENCE Roman 


ing. and directing the universal Church. If it 
he asked, why then did the English bishops at 
this time oppose this all powerful guide, we an- 
swer at once that while they appeared to be op- 
pesing him they were in reality: strengthening 
his hands. It was not one particular Pontitf of 
When) the council of Florence spoke, but of 
every cceupant of the papal chair. “To permit, 
therefore, one occupant to interpose in the judg- 
ment of one who had been condemmed because 
he had denied the very authority upon which 
pontifical claims were based, was virtually to 


deny ay inherent in the Pope what the couneit : 


Pecock hal 


taught that no goveranece or ordinance is to be 


of Elorenee had claimed to exist. 


esteemed a law of God which is not founded on 
Seripture, and that every humble-minded man 
or Waman is able to tind the true sense of Serip- 
Now 
think of 
of church authority, and above all at the founda- 


ture such whatever we 


them, struck at the Catholic doctrine 


doctrines, may 


tion of papal supremacy. When, therefore, an 
aged, Teeble. and incompetent occupant of the 
papal chair sought to set aside Peeoek’s con- 
demnation, such an act was resisted by English 
Churchmen as opposed te the power of the Chureh 
amd especially of its supreme head, the Pope 

This is my explanation of an extraordinary 
incident: in’ the history of England when its 
Church, according to Mr. Hore (/listory of the 
Church of England), was so Romanized that 
it had become a mere branch of the Church of 
Rome tp. 208). 

In strong corroboration of the above are the 
words of Mr. Lane when referring to the triple 
position of cardinal, primate, and papal legate 
held by the three Archbishops of Canterbury, 


Kemp, Bourchier, and Morton. “Under their 
rule.” he says. “which extended over half a 
century, 1452-1502, the National character of 


the Enelish Church became almost extinct until 
it seemed to be a mere appendage of the Papa- 
ev" (/ilustrated Notes, Vol. IT, p. 20). 


% UT OMNES UNUM SINT 


171 


Another remark by Mr. Lane is of no less im 


portance. On page ten of the same volume he 
says, “Resistance to papal decrees does not in 
itself prove that the Chureh of England did) not 


belong to the Church of Rome, any mere than 
political agitation in our own day against laws 
Which are thought to be allows us 
that the 


membership with the nation.” 


oppressive 


to suppose agitaters have ne part or 


I do not give this quotation as showing that 
Mr 


longing to the Church of Rome, since the tenor 


Lane views the Church of England as be 


of his work proves the contrary, but merely as 


showing that an avowed opponent of Roman 
supremacy concedes that opposition to papal de 
crees does not of itself prove that those so op- 
posing are not members of that jurisdiction, whose 
stated acts thes Oppose. Ihis concession by a 
noted lecturer of an institution purposely found- 
ed to defend the independence of the Anghean 


Church, confirms the contention which TP have 
mainly set myself to prove in this and the two 
prec eding chapters It was net a Supremacy an 
the part of the Church of Rome over the Church 
of England which the latter demied in its fre- 
quent opposition to the demands of the former, 
On the 


Reformation allowed a very complete supremacy 


the contrary, it at all times down to 
It was a suprenmey exaggerated bevond all de- 
cenev England alone dented to Rone 

Under this head we may place the refusal of 
Archbishop Chicheles the 
english bishops to take excom- 
Martin \ 
peal to a general council, if Martin: persisted 
When \rehbishop 


Parhament te repeal 


and the whole of 


notice of ther 
mumieation by and their threat te ap- 
with his excommiumcations 
Chicheley failed te 
the statutes of praemumire, he 


Move 
fell under the dire 
displeasure of Martin, the wholesale excommu- 
nication following te whieh To have referred 
Now the period ino whieh Martin Vo had been 
elected to the papal chair was one in) which 
councils were the order of the day. so that there 
is nothing strange in Chicheley threatening to 
appeal from Martin te a council, nor does such 
a decision show that papal supremacy was not 
(on the contrary 


then recognized ino England 


























\rchbishop Chicheley and the rest of the Eng- 
lish bishops had appealed to the English Par- 
liament on the ground that the power to provide 
to vacant sees belonged to the Pope's supremacy. 
It is true that Parliament refused as I have al- 
ready said to repeal these statutes, but Martin 
went on just the same providing for vacant 
henefices. 

The evidence produced above proves that op- 
position to exaggerated powers on the part of 
Rome, does not show that those so opposing deny 
be allowed as at that time conceded 
full legitimate 


what may 


by England to Rome, viz., a 


papal supremacy. Indeed this [ claim England 
had continuously conceded from the very foun- 
of the 


forcement of unnatural developments of this 


dation Anglican Church, since the en- 
supremacy against repeated opposition to these 
developments ino no way proves that a_ fully 
legitimate supremacy on the part of Rome had 
net been continuously recognized and conceded 
by England. 


IN THE SPIRIT OF CHRIST, 


li we were asked to ilustrate the spirit of practical 


humanity that is an impelling principle in’ the work 


of thousands of Christian) missionaries, -we might 
mention, says Cyrus Cl Adams, in The Review of 
Reviews, the Roman Catholic Mission of Saint Tru 
don in the Congo Free State. For over three years 
the fathers of this mission have been) paying the 
natives to bring to them poor people stricken) with 
incurable disease The mission stands on the broad 
pathway that “sleeping sickness” followed 2,000 miles 
up the Conge and on the Victoria Nyanza, smiting 
about 200,000 victims, not one of whom recovered 


In May, 1903, the fathers, seeing these afflicted ones 
dying in, the roads, conceived the idea that if they 
should get might mitigate the 
sufferings of their last days, and perhaps reduce, by 


them together they 
this segregation, the ravages of the plague 


day to this 


From that 
they have been paying 3 franes 75 centimes 

about 73 cents—for every patient brought to them. 
On March 16 last, 2.040 had been received 
at their isolated hospital, where fifteen’ women pre- 


persons 


pared the food, and the gentle ministrations of the 
fathers ull a decent. burial 
marks the list act of heroie devotion—The Church- 
man ’ 


sisters and are bestowed 
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before ordination 





CLERICAL CELIBACY AND REUNTON 


Parr Two, 


The A\rceMEN?r FRomM Scriprere, 
By W.¥. WwW. 
Before proceeding to consider the arguments 
drawn from Seripture by the apologists for cleri 
cal marriage, it will be well to set before our 


, minds just what the actual liberty is which our 


clergy are allowed in this matter. It will he re 
membered that the present law of the [astern 
Church permits the use of marriage contracted 
but will 
The death of 

closes the door to the marital relation. 


not allow a second 


marriage. the one wife forever 


UNLIMITED PREEDOM TO MARRY, 


Our clergy, however, are confined within no 
such narrow Thanks to the strenuous 
efforts of Luther and the other Reformers, thes 
enjoy precisely the same wide liberty as is ac- 
corded to our laity. \Imost all our clerieal mat 
riages are contracted after ordination, — \nd 
when the first wife has passed away, the bishop 


bounds. 


priest, or deacon is free to enter upon as mans 
more matrimonial contracts as the vears of tins 
life will permit to him. So that we have 
amples among our clergy, some of them bishops, 
who have been married twice, and thrice. and 
that,-too, after some of them had passed the 
three score and ten vears allotted to man. 

ONLY 


eX 


ONE RESTRICTION, 

There is, however, just one restriction. T 
Marriages must be successive. Legal proof of 
a cleric having two wives contemporaneousis 
would subject him to deposition, 
the 
from even this restriction under certain circum 
stances. 


There is. how 


ever, in American Chureh a dispensation 


If the cleric was “the innocent party” 


in the divorce proceedings from the first wife 


he may take another wife, although the first may 
be still living. There are not lacking instances 
of clerics who have not hesitated to avail them 
selves of this privilege. And T question whether 
it would be possible in the Church of England 
to remove from his benefice a clergyman wl 











Te) 











had married again after a divorce granted by 
the English courts. 

\s te the women with whom the cleric may 
contract marriage there is really no restriction 
of any kind. Tle may wed a widow, or a non- 
virgin, or an unbeliever: marriages which by the 
old canon law would have debarred a layman 
from holy orders, and which were forbidden 
even by the Mosaic law to the Levitical priest- 
hood. And there is nothing to hinder him 
Whether he be bishop, priest, or deacon, from 
contracting marriage With a divorced woman, 
provided again, if he be in the American Church. 
that the woman was the so-called “innocent par- 
ty.” and that they are both willing to wait unti 
a vear has elapsed from the time when the «t- 
verce was granted.” We have had many pain 
ful examples of this sort of matrimonial alliance 

Let it not be supposed that such clerical mar 
riages are possible because local conditions here 
and there hinder the exercise of discipline 
Nothing of. the sort. They are marriages en- 
tirely within the provisions of our canon law 
and are in no way forbidden. And however 
hateful they may be to those who look for re- 
demption in’ Israel, it would not be possible to 
punish the elerie concerned. Nay more, these 
very clerics are in good canonical standing, ana 
sit in the highest councils of the Chureh. And 
let it not be supposed that this state of affairs 1s 
confined to the United States. Every abnormal 
clerical marriage in this country may be matched 
with another like it or one worse in’ England 
For nowhere in the Anglican Communion is any 
heed paid to the prohibitions of Catholic Cliris- 
tendom with regard to the marriages of those in 
orders, Nor would it be possible in any case to 
apply such prohibitions. 

Hie CUSTOM OF THE EAST NO PARALLEL. 

When. therefore, the Anglican apologist for 
clerical marriage appeals to the custom of the 
Eastern Chureh, he is simply resorting to a sub 
terfuge, for he knows perfectly well that there 
is no parallel whatever between what is al 
lowed to the Greek clergy. and the matrimonial 
practices of our clergy. We need net wonder 


*This latter is only a recent restriction 









~ 
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that the Orientals resent with indignation the 
attempt to place the marriages of their cienyy 
ona level with those contracted by the Anglican 
priesthood, Nothing can be mere clear than 
that most of the marriages of the latter fall un 
der the condemnation, not only of the law of the 
whole West, but also of the law under which the 
Oriental clergy live. They are absolutely with 
out a shred of defense from. the standpoint of 


law. oT know mot of so much as 


ceclesiastical 
one serious attempt to defend the \nghean prac- 
tice on the ground of canonical legality. And 
how utterly hopeless such an attempt would be 
may be judged from the juggling with logie and 
facts which Palmer had te resort te ain his 
Treatise on the Church, in the vain effort to 
make out a ease. 
PH APPEAL fe SCRIPTURE, 

Defeated in the appeal te the witness of the 
Church, what does the Anghean apologist do? 
Does he straightway, in accordance with his 
professed subjection te the cehole Church, ae- 
knowledge that the Chureh of Iengland das in 
this matter done annss and erred exceedingly. 
Not at all. Tle throws bis theory of the au- 
therity of the whole Church te the winds, and 
labours to show that the Chureh of I:ngland has 
had a guidance not vouchsated to the rest of 
Gods Chureh, and that at oi. Cathole Christen- 
dom, and not the Chureh of Fneland, which has 
erred. “This position die secks te sustain by quot- 
ing texts of Seripture, which he would have us 
think contradiet the whele dhciphne of celth- 
acy, setous all free from othe law of God's 
Chureh, and justify completely the license exer- 
cised by our clergy in the matter of marriage 
This is preetsely what he would lave us tn 
lieve he has proven by dis citations from) Poly 
Writ Phe tests whieh are brought forward 


are but few, and they wall be found repeated in 


evers commentary on the Thirty-nine Article 

They are the same which Lather Calvin, and 
Reza made use of te excuse ther violation of 
vows and oof the mest saered laws of the Churel 

\nd the exege-t- hy which the high chureh An- 
elican tries to turn them inte arguments te 
serve his purpese i net original, but i borrowed 
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from the writings of these Reformers. Let us 
consider these Protestant arguments by which 
the married cleric soothes his conscience. 
PHE THREE PRINCIPAL TENTS. 
“OL bishop then must) be blameless, the hus- 
band of one wife.’ 1 Tum, at: 2. 
“Let the deacons be the husbands of one wife.” 
I Tim, iti? 1. 
“For this cause left 1 thee 
shouldst 


blameless, the hushand of one wife.” 


in Crete that thou 
if any be 
Titus i: 


ordain elders 
5, 6. 


these texts there is an explicit: command, 
person te be ordained to any order of the min- 
But as Alford ob- 
refutation.” 
It is inconceivable that in face of the example 
His 


diction of Saint Paul's own commendation of the 


istry must be a married man. 


serves, “this hardly needs serious 


of our Lord ane \postles, and in) contra- 
sitigle life, as one specially suited for those who 
attend Lord 
traction, the 


desired to upon the without 
clude. as untit for the ministry, those leading the 
celibate life. \nd as a matter of fact, the only 
ones whom we certainly know 


dained by Saint Paul, Saint Timothy and Saint 


| 
In the first place, it has been argued that in | 
The | 


| 
} 
| 





| Christians.” 


fied that as a requisite for the episcopate 

presbyterate which we know to have been fy! 
filled by all Christians whatever: no instance |» 
ing adduced of polygamy being practiced in the 
Christian Chureh and no exhortations to abstain 
a: «The think must he 
adopted, especially in presence of chapter vs 4 


from view which | 


is that to candidates for the episcopate (pres 
bytery) Saint Paul forbids second marriage. |le 
requires of them pre-eminent chastity, and al 
stinence from a license which is allowed to other 
Even Dishop Wordsworth is 1 
luctantly constrained to admit: “Since, as we 


there (eh. 7 GO) see, it was required by Saint 
Paul. in the ease of women, who were candidates 
for inscription as widows inthe roll of the Church 


that they should not have been married more 


| than onee, it need not be a matter of surprise, 


| that in the case of men who were to be promoted 


dis- | 


\postle should here intend to ex- | 


to have been or- | 


to the office of bishop in the Chureh, they whe 
had not contracted two marriages ino succession 
were to be preferred.” Observe carefully how, 
while Wordsworth is foreed to make this ad 
mission, he tries to void the significance of Saint 
Paul's restriction by the words “were to be pre 
ferred,” as if the Apostle were simply suggest 


Ving the highest ideal requirement, but that a man 


Titus, were both virgins according to the con- | 


stant tradition of the Church. Se that the idea 
of Saint Panl in these verses intending to. re- 
quire that all ordinands should be married men, 
is simply absurd. The emphasis in all these 
texts is netoon the fact of the man being a hus- 
hand, but on the faet of lis having had but one 
wile. 

Granting this, it is urged by the cleric who 
has had two or perhaps three wives. Surely the 
forbidding a 
polygamist to be admitted to the ministry; in 
the present day the prohibition would only ap- 
ply to) Mormons. 


Apostle in’ these places is) only 


Mthough this interpretation 
was held by some of the early Fathers, it: will 
not bear close examination, and is rejected) by 
the great body of Catholic authorities and by 
most modern commentators, The general judg- 
ment of exegetes ts expressed in the words of 


Miord: Phe Apostle weuld hardly have speci- 


| married 


who had been married many times might also 


be ordained! Whereas, on the contrary, Sant 
Paul is laving down the condition that the can 
didate. if married at all, must not have been 
than And this \lford 


frankly and honestly admits to be the meaning 


More onee, 


of the clause, “husband of one wife,” in all three 


} places where it occurs. 


) cause 


I have quoted these two commentators be 


their violent) prejudice against clerical 
celibacy would have inclined them to a very dit 
ferent interpretation, had they thought it at all 
possible in view of the facts. 

The significance of the restriction, “husband 
of one wifes” is net vet exhausted. [f Saint 
Paul requires as a prerequisite that the cand 
date for ordination should be married but once 


and so will not allow a bigamist® to be ordained 


Iouse this word in the sense in whieh it ts used in 
the canon law, that is. for one who has had two 
CessiIve wives Phe older form is) “digamist” 
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it follows necessarily, that he certainly would 
not allow a second marriage to be contracted 
after ordination in the ease of a man married 
The 


Was grounded 


once before his ordination prohibition 
of bigamy in the 
that 


widowers, though allowable, 


clergy 


on the “feeling second marriages of 


Were semethine 
imperfect, and would be ao stumbling-bloek in 
one who was to be a pattern to the community, 
The Jewish high-priest: could only marry once 
and it was a conmnon view with Greeks and Ro- 
mans, that second marriages, after the death of 
a consort, were inconsistent with the tdeal char 
acter and dignity of marriage. Samt Paul, then 
had two grounds for making this condition 

first because a presbyter must be above reproach 
as well among heathen as Christians: and, there- 
fore, he laid great stress on ne occasion being 
given to unbelievers to speak il of Christians 
But. if what would have given oftfenee ino many 
heathen priests was suffered ina Christian pres 
Dyvter, it would cause scandal Vid. next, Samt 
Paul, who prizes abstinence from tleshly desire 
so dighly that he reekons it amony the noblest 
fruits of the Ploly Ghost. and makes it a mark 
of a genuine Christian to have sacrificed the tlesh 
with its affections and lusts, could not regard a 
man married a second time as a bright example 
of continence and a pattern for imitation, as a 
minister of the Chureh Should be” Vn here 
we have the beginning of that law m the Chureh, 
forbids the contract of mar 


which absolutely 


riage after holy order oa Jaw which has been se 


strictly observed that in all the centuries of the 


Chureh’s history net one instanee of dispensa 
tion frome it can be prodiueed 

Furthermore, it) ts te be observed, that meth 
ing can be gathered from: these three texts whieh 
incany wavy indicates that the use of matrinen 
was permitted after ordination. “Phe onee-mar 
ried ordinand might, after the example of the 
\postles, have withdrawn trom: his wite by ma 
ane hi 


heen 


tual consent, or he might be a widewer, 


children. which are mentioned, might: lave 


bern prior te his ordination Certainlh there os 


no word either im these passages, or elsewhere 


‘Dellinger, Jere lurst hue f the Church bong 
trans. Vel Tho op 244 








in) Saint 
mnarital relatye 
heen admitted 


YStry 


Maul’. 


which melieate that the 


had 


cpistl $, 


my ocomtintied atter the man 


to the exeretse of the sacred main 


The cause of clerical marriage gains not the 
shadow of a support from these texts.  Ouite 
the contrary, they are ats complete) condenma 
tion, Ane from them we ean easify conelude 
how severe would ave heen Samt Pauls pag 
nent upon the freedom exercised by our etergs 
in taking wive Trteed) Toda neat see Thaw any 


priest. whoa, v 
prohibition, hh 
clination, ean 
their evident 


MSG Ivins 


stn) wth 


ters of our ba 


reaming, without the 


ith fall knowledge of the Churen’s 


a comtracte 


read these texts, im the 


ht of 


Wiest CTholis 


marriage after or 
J 
lig 


V OMISERANSEVELON 


questionable faet that the transla- 


relish Bible lave, in mere mstances 





than one, given colour te them renderings of 
the original Greek, as it) sited their purpose 
Vhev were particular! trrN\ gen it vent SCOT, 


I edy 


te clerical 


ter rrakce 


word here tt 
eiving the ay 
the inpresstes 
New Te 


just as they a 


Teatyye 


then wath one 
me oot othe « 
Cos, and, mt 


| 


revared) te deaes 


refers te the 
vor mans Vy 


] 


for the tran 


ane deacons 


. ’ 
forward ¢ 

Prewet mn 
lay t 1) 4) 


Seripture bear favourable witness 








arriuge: and se, by the turn of a 
vl there, thre lisave dled in 
CTA reader of the Ny ible 
v that clergy men Wie Acre m 
mt clea live CUVE  Persotlages 
re We Phe above text provided 
Pportunity. Saint Tis speak- 
taliticatver of Dtsheps and dea 
the niudst ef dias instructions with 
mm Ine incidentall uel natural 
female deacon leven sa nus 
erave,. ote 1 leere Vas st chanes 
ate feo crave V1Ve te the In Theopos 
vl tl 1 mM aryurnent 
‘ So ‘ Dells inserte the 
lich tom the iginal at all 
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In t : \r ‘ nee 
f clerteal wwe Tas brought 
text ie t their “Sertptural 
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Wives; and henee they assure the innocent senu- 


narian that the \postolie clergy lived in the 


married state just as de the Anglican clergy ot | 


the present day! 


Phis interpretation seems to have ortginated 
with the Reformers, whe of course were always 


on the outlook for possible wives, and saw them 


every where It receives no support iran tile 


context in which the clause stands, and is con 
trary to the unanimous opinion of the anerents. 
as it is also opposed to the general consensus of 


modern scholars :* all of whom agree in regard- 


ing the “women” here mentioned as the official 


deaconesses of the Chureh. Seo that the clause 
is fairly and accurately rendered by “Even so 
must the deaconesses be grave.” ete. But of 
course the value of this text as evidence for 
clerical marriage completely disappears when 
thus properly translated Phe apologists tor 
clerical marriage, however, have no such abun 
dance of “Seriptural proof” that they can atford 
te spare from: their stock so much as one single 
tent And so they keep right on quoting the 
rendering of the \OAV. version. and building an 
argument omit. pust as i net the slightest ques- 
tion has ever been raised as to its absolute aceu 
racy 
\NOTHER WRONG RENDERING, 

“Have we not power te lead about a sister, @ 
wite bas tell as thet other lpostles, and as 
the hrethren of the l rd. and Cephas ods T Cor. 
2 5 
The Protestant argument drawn from tints 
texto is te the effeet that tue Apostolic mis 


siomarics were aceompamed by their wives, 


notably Saint Peters that Saint Paul himself 
here contemplates with complacency the possi 
Iilitv of Dis own marriage: and tiat- therefore 
he sanctions the marriage of bishops for all 


time. particularly misstonary bishops, and elaims 


that the Church has the responsibility of seeing | 


that the expense of keeping stich wives is prop- 
erly met ooutoef the missionary funds. Ino ae- 





y the 1 ’ he mentioned  Elicett 
he Alferd Li fowt 
readimg Wits I rtion an the 
Bille, bs the J t Con noon Marginal 
Readings iMoits report t oroor 8 








cordance with this exegesis, all the energies 


our Church are being strained to meet the ce 
mands of married missionaries for the support 
and endowment of their families, for say they, 
“Have we not power to lead about wives 2” 

It has been already pointed out that very is 
an oambiguous word, and omay be rendered 
“wife or “woman,” or it may be used, as does 
Saint Paulin f Tim, iti: it, as the equivalent ot 
“deaconess.” As to the rendering “wife” there + 
is nothing in the context of [T Cor. ix which re- 
quires such a meaning to be attached to. the 
werd, Om the contrary, if the word is to be 
bere translated “wite.” then it would follow that 
all the rest of the Apostles were married and 
accompanied by their wives: for otherwise, the 
parallel, which Saint Paul makes between the 
right he might exeretse (on this point and. the 
right exercised by the Apostles, would have ae 
meaning. Now we know, fromethe tradition of 
the Chureh, that the Apostles had not all been 
marricd, and that none of thems continued to 
live with their wives after they accepted Christ: 
20 that they had no wives te carry about with 
them. There would, therefore, be no sense in 
Saint Paul asking “Thave we not power to Teac 
abeut a sister, a wife, as well as the other Apos- 
thes?" 

In the second place, we cannot imagine that 
Saint Paul after all the praise which, in the sev- 
enth chapter of this epistle, he bestows upon the 
single life--telling the Corinthians that it was 
eXcellent not to teuch a woman, wishing that all 
men were even as himself, exhorting them te 
abide even as he, and that they that had wives 
should be as though they had none——should be 
so lacking in consisteneys and even dignity, as to 
sUggest, amest in the next breath, the possi- 
bility of his taking a wife and carrying her 





about with him: and thus te intend te provide 
anooargument whereby future bishops might 
With a safe conscience, contract matrimony ad 
hitiam.  Tt is impossible te entertain: such an 
idea consistently with a reverent regard for the ; 
intelligence and spiritual character of this great 

\postle 


Sadler argues from the mention of Cephas in 





al 
an 


he 








the verse that yevainxa here means a “wife,” 
for was not Cephas married? And “the ex 
ample of Cephas is, of course, sufficient for all 
controversial purposes.” Tt is true that Saint 
Peter was married; but it is usually convenient 
for connubial clerics to forget that the Prince of 
the Apostles tells us expressly that after his eal 
\nd our Lord's 
reply to him, “No man hath left) . 0. wife.” 


to the apostleship he “left all.’ 


clearly «shows that the wife was among the 
things which Peter for Christ's sake had left 
And this has ever been the constant tradition of 
the Chureh, ‘The mention, therefore, of Cephas 
contributes no support te the Protestant theory 
that in this verse Saint Paul is claiming the 
right to marry with all the freedom of an An 
glican clergyman. 

It only remains for us in accordance with the 
general consensus of antiquity to render yrvasica 
by “woman,” or perhaps by “deaconess.” Cer- 
tainly the translation “wite™ is inadmissible on 
every ground. Por, as ‘Tertullian observes, “it 
Was not wives whe were lead about by the 
Apostles, but simply women, who ministered to 
the Apostles after the example of those women 
whe accompanied the Lord.” “This could be 
done without arousing suspicion or surprise Dy 
those \postles who worked chietlhk among the 
Jews: but Saint Paul and Saint Barnabas, who 
worked among the Gentiles, renounced the use 
ofa right whieh would have scandalized them. * 
The verse, then, ought to be translated: “ftlave 
We not power to lead abeut a believing woman 
(er oaostster deaconess) as well as the other 
\postles, and as the brethren of the Lord, and 
Cephas2" Now no one, by any possible in 
genuity, can extract from this an endorsement 
of the matrimonial svstem which prevails among 
the Anglican clergy. 

A WRESTED SCREPPURE, 


It is better to marry than to burn.’ I Cor 


ene Y 
/ Vv 2 x \r ’ forty tin Pan | 1 
s] t 1 made in thi 
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The connubial argument based on this text 
is as follows: They translate tTrhavorasar by 
“te burn.” by which they mean, “te feel the in- 


citements of the flesh: and they understand 


~ 


Saint Paul to be here laying down a preeept for 


all men. Therefore they conelude that whoso- 


ever feels the motion of desire ought te marry, 
and that there ought te be me law restraming 
him from marrying, ter itis better te DAP 
than te burn 

In the first place this verb implies something 
more than the active motions of COMCUPTSCener 
It means “to be burnt.” that is, te he completely 


lust Furthermore, Samt Paul is 


OVETCOMNG In 
net here giving a general precept to all men that 
they should marry: but he must be understood 
as giving counsel te marry te those only who 
mavomarry Jazeful/y. Noman oor woman may 
feel the burnings of tleshly desire, and vet) be 
debarred from marriage by the providential or 
derme of the ciremm-tances of Tite, by the divin 
law. or by the law of the Church. So that, al 
though they may be in constant danger, and may 
even now and then trip and fall through unfaith 
fulness in the use of grace, vet thes cannot con 


tract matronons without sin 


For example, dow many men and women 
there are whe are withheld from omarringe by 
the responsibilities which they owe te parents 


or Dy some bodily aalment » that although thes 


burn, vet they eannet on that aceount marry 





with a good conserencee. Or aman may be de 
serted by his spotse. and although he may suffer 
vreat temptation, the Taw of God does mot allow 
him te contract another marriag (or, when in 
obedence te written, a Tan or worm vows the 

lite, althongh the mis have many a bat 
the, as witness the vworitten) comtessron f Gols 
Sanits, et that vould be ome cause why they 
hould be released from them vows im order to 
marry, for Ged never calls te tnpeossibilities 
mel His grace is always sufficient. The \postte 
opens to us | avn spiritual struweles with the 
las of sincin the members, and at the same tine 
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marry, but te 
the end. Nav 
who, 


persevere in the single life unto 
more, he considers the case of 
women 


having dedicated 


God, might afterward “marry :° and his unhesi- 
tating judgment is, that “they will have damna- 
tion beeause they have east off their first: faith” 
(7 Tim. 2? 01, 


It is manifest, then, that Saint Paul in T Cor, 


vii: Go could have had? no thought of giving a 
license of marriage to all) persons indiserim- 
inately, simply because they felt the burnings of 
carnal desire. low amazed he would have been 
had he imagined that these words of lis would 
ever be used as an argument for the marriage of 
Saint 


Peter would have classed such exegetes among 


priests after ordination. Tam afraid 
these unstable souls whe in his day wrested the 


Scriptures of his beloved brother Paul to their 


own destruction, 
BAD Laoaie, 
“HM omen cannot receive this saying.” St. 
Watt. vies Ut. 
From this text the married Anglhean cleric 
argues thus: Vl} omen cannot be celibates: 


priests are men: therefore all priests cannot be 
will 
from the 
It does not follow, be- 


eclibates of course every schoolboy fec- 


ognize this as the fallacy of arguing 
general to the spe cifle, 
cause all men cannet contain, that there is nota 
special elass of men whe can contain. Indeed 


our Tord tells us that there ts sucha class—men 
te whem it is given met te marry and who have 
received this vecation for the kingdom of hea- 
Why should net all 
Christ calls as munisters of This kingdom be of 
this the 
this class, 
the 


vers sake those whom 


class?) Certain \postles helonged to 


for they Teft all, even their wives, at 


call of Clorist And there is ne instance 


themselves to | 





of Christ in the Gospels calling anvene into THis | 


ministry whe had not the gift of contineney, 
But this point has been already considered in 
the \ugust number of Tie Laat, pages 157, 
158 


“HONOURABLE IN VEE” 
and the bed 
y whoeremongers and adulter- 


Fleb. xtite 4. 


“Marriage fis} honourable in all, 


undetled ‘ hut | 


jude.” 


ers Ge ud cerll 


Since the days of Luther this text has been 


quoted as a conclusive answer to all objections 
as to the legitimacy of a priest contracting mat- 
honourable, it. is 
gued, in all men everywhere, surely it must be 


rimony. Tf marriage be ar- 


honourable in priests. And sinee it is not said 
that it is honourable once only, the text must 

the 
however 


he considered as” down universal 
that 
times contracted by a priest, is honourable each 
This is not a merely 


lative opinion among eur clergy: it ts carried 


laving 


proposition, matrimony, THAN 


and every time. specu- 


into actual practice. So that we have examples 
of priests. and even bishops, who have under- 
taken to contract marriage not only once, but 
twice, and thrice, after their ordination, for say 
they cheerily: “Marriage is honourable in all.” 
In the first place we cannot imagine the in- 
the Epistle to) the 
such unqualified assertion as that 


spired writer of Hebrews 
making any 
marriage is honourable in all, for the simple rea 


We know 
which are forbidden 


son that the proposition is not true, 
that there are “marriages” 
by God's law or by the ecclesiastical law. When 
these laws are disregarded, the resulting mar- 
riage cannot be, in any case, honourable: but is 
There- 
are 


most dishonourable and reprehensible. 
fore ato the very outset) our suspicions 
aroused as to the accuracy of our English ver- 
ston, 

When we turn to the original Greek we find, 
in the first place, that there is nothing corres- 
ponding to the verb “iss” the word is simply an 


the And 


have thought that the clause is indicative and 


insertion by translators. while some 


should be translated as if “is’’) (fo7rr) were in 
the Greek, vet the weight of authority regards 
\nd that this is the true sense. 
The 


aosertes of precepts: 


it as hortatory.+ 
writer is lav- 


“Let brotherly 


is clear from. the context. 
ing down 
forgetful to eniertiun 
that 


are considering, 


love continue.” “Be net 
strangers.” “Remember them are bound, 


then follows the verse we and 


after that come “Let vonr conversation be with- 
See Alford and Westeort 
The Prayer Book speaks of “marriages” « 
otherwise than as God's Word deth allow 


mntracted 




















out covetousness,” and “Be content with such 
things as ve have.” It does violence to the 
whole sequence of thought to make this one 
verse indicative. Tt manifestly is intended to be 
hortatory as are the other clauses, and should 
he rendered “Let marriage be had in honour,” 
Moreover, the word “for” (vay) the true eriti- 
cal reading, which follows, introducing the rea 
son for the precept, militates against regarding 
this clause as indicative. 

The words “in all” are in the original repre 
sented by ev madiv. Some few of the ancients 
and most Protestants regard this phrase as mas 
culine, and translate it, as does our version, by 
“ine all,” that is, “in all men” “But.” says MI 
ford, “it is, altogether against the masculine 
sense, that ¢v madi would not be the maturat 
expression for it, but tava maar” as in 
several places in the New Testament." More 
over, in the e&th verse of this same ehapter, 
precisely the same expression &¥ Ta@OTH Gecurs 
which our English Dible rightly translates as 
neuter, “in all things.” and not as masculine “in 
all.” New why did net our translators render 
these words im the fourth werse as neuter alse? 
Simply beeause they saw that if they did so, thes 
would empty this text of all signiticanee as a 
stock argument for clerical marriage. 

Translating, then, the whole verse as the con 
text and the general consent of Catholie eom- 
mentators and medern scholars require it te he 
translated, we have: “Let marriage be had in 
honour in all things Cor in all respeets), and let 
the bed be undetiled : for fornicators and adulter 
ers God will judge.” “This makes sense, and ts 
undoubtedly what the original means. But what 
has become of the argument, which was sup 
posed to be afforded by this text, fer the mar 
riage of priests?’ It has simply evaporated be 
fore the truth. 


“PORBIDDING TAO MARRY. 

“Now the Spirit speaketh expressly, that in 
the latter times some shall depart from the faith 
: forbidding to marry.” 1 Tum. ies. 
The advocates of clerical marriage clutch at 
very straw, and se they cite this text as one ot 
their “Seriptural proofs.” The argument they 
base upon it. stripped of verbiage and laid bare 
simply amounts te this Those whe forbid mar 
riage depart from the faith: the Cathole Church 
has forbidden marriage to the clergy: there 
fore the Catholic Chureh has departed) from the 

faith. 
Let us apply this argument elsewhere. Saint 
nlices ete by Alfovt cand Westen 


*See thes 
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lof devils, whe speak Tes in lypoertsy, 
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Panl forbade marriage between a man and his 
father’s wife, therefore Saint aul departed 
from the faith. Phe Church of England, m het 
forbidden degrees, prohibits marriage between a 
variety of persons, therefore the Church of beng 
land has departed from the faith. But we need 
not go on, the absurdity of such method of ar- 
wiment is manifest. Tt only shows how des- 
perate must be the cause whieh has to resort te 
such reasoning. Saint Paul deseribes those whe 
will be guilty of the kind of prohibition of mar- 
riage which he has in mind Phev will be those 
“who give heed te seducing: spirits and doctrines 
having 
their comserence seared with a het aon, and whe 
deny that the creature of God is wh Cend 
forbid that any oman, who professes te beheve 
the Catholic famnh, should be guilty of the blas 
phemy of asserting that either the Western, or 
the Eastern Chureh, answers te this deseriprion, 
simply because they both sav te the clergy, whe 
have chosen te follow Jesus Christ in the cet 
bate life, “You must abide in that. state until 
death and |T forbid) vou to marr 





We lave now considered all the called 
‘Seriptural proafs for the marriage of the 
clergy And what de they amount. te The 
texts brought forward are found te be ether 
niistranslations, or to he entrrely aside from the 
question Phe only ertation whieh has really 


any bearmg upen the question is) the ptirase 
\nd thi 


nificance is carefully looked inte. i a eanptete 


“hosband of one wite vhen its sig- 


condemnation of the s\stem of clerteal marrage 





ino the \nehean Ceornnmion And oof all) the 
persons mentioned in the New Testament, as ex- 
ercising the sacred ministry, there is net one 
whe oi recorded as Ihving with a wife and be- 
vettmy children. Indeed, there i nowhere the 
hebltest tintoof the existemes ef any suelo matri 
monial comditioms as prevail ameme our clerg 
Om the other hand. there i. not se much a ne 
word whiel forbtds the Nppeosttion, that pre 
crely the ame diserpline ter the rrigue of 
the clergy, prevatled m New Pestament t as 
is now observed on the Western Chiurel 

When we add te the con-tderatien ft the ww 
scripturalne ur ten Ff Clerical marriage 
thre further con lerativen ! ! vielation t 
ecumenical law, of ats bampertnge effect upen the 
Church work. of oat failure as a? ral ife- 
euard, and oof all at Vecbitt ein tances, 
how can any one ft ws ask thout Dlashing 
that such a svsten | Tel Tne ley { ized at t 
petnated.in the event of rennion > Most earnest] 


Cyl forlard 


lo T sav. ma 
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if ON THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND, HER (4) On Judgment: that those who judge their 
HISTORY, HER MISSION AND brethren are often themselves offenders (ir). 
HER NEEDS Under the shelter of this old letter—with all 
* m its consideration for the weak and for those who 
need a kindly judgment——[ venture, diffidentl, 
By John W. Taylor, MSc. FRCS, and humbly, to approach my Catholic brethren 
—-— and especially those who have had the distine- 
\ tion Cand perhaps the blessing) of being bern 
: in the Roman Communion. 
[In the August Lame of last year appeared a letter | od Lif like. that 
: : vs wor Ma, Va. He Ike, tilat vo JOSSES 
from Dr. ‘Taylor in which he said that it was “inter- 8 ee ra i = . . : < a ohh inane : 
j esting to recognize that the same or nearly the same the most orthodox form of Christianity known 
i erucial points which separated the British Christians | that all the points usually contended for by vour 
from St. Augustine and his followers are those which | controversialists have been freely coneeded, that 
throughout all English history and even now still keep | the highest type of man and woman may be 
oe thon panera cia ui bi ee coc. really has found among vour saints. Still vou must be 
been, any point of true Catholic Faith, but it was then B ona 
: : troubled when vou retleet that so much of Chris- 
and now the deep conviction of our peopl ; . ees 
(1) That the use of the vernacular is an essential | tendom is no longer comprehended within your 
for both public and private worship own communion, and somewhat astonished, per 
(2) That compulsory celibacy for the Clergy is un- | haps, when vou realize that Christian missions 
Catholic and wrong, and and Christian teaching, under the blessing of 
z 3 | > o of 4 wor or b. . . - . . . . . “- 
‘ (3) That the assumption nf temporal authority and | (3, id. are bearing fruit in Christian life and char- 
r power is unjustmable and mistaken . 
i x a ? F acter where vou have neither sown nor watered 
j It is these things which kept our forefathers from | | ; hi | > his? If 
ns ‘Tre some uv “ =? 
P| real union with Rome. Tt is these which still keep us there not someting: to tearn erent ve ' , 
} from union.” we grant that the “development” whietr has $ 
i Desiring te fester in Tae Laser the freest and | characterized your own history is) fully war- 
f fullest discussion of all that appertains to the Re- | ranted by the growth of saints among vour best 
i union of the Chureh of England with the Holy See.) and highest, may it not be that a more primitive 
> ash yr lo o a series of articles 1 : ‘ a : : : ' 
‘ we asked Dr. Taylor te write a series of articles 9 | and \postolie Christianity is better suited to the 
support of his statement. Hence, the present course . a anata As “ 
; i ‘ F practical necessities of the less developed \n- 
of papers. OF course Tite Lawep is not committed to - : x . 
if the views of its contributors. Te Eprror.] wlican > Considering, too, that you yourselves 
ae ; re once suffered all these undeveloped stages, are 
1h ' Very many years age a certain’ Christian | any of them (alone) a reason why you should 
‘ Hsstomary ¢ ostle caller? irrooniart tee Rat LAE ote 
} Missionary and Apostle (galled irregular'y. “as | potd yourselves aloof from what God is biess- 
we. tine S hea, Shien iteasenatiad 5 ate f ; ‘ x 
& one bern out of due time.” but regarded by all) jyee lo there nothing, too, to be learned from 
a: whe knew him as a remarkably good and hely | the good side of our “dissenters.” especial 
mand, wrote a letter to the Church of Rome. Tt | among W eslevans, Friends, and’ the Salvation 
j ~ as unknown whether the then Pope was actually | \pyy 2 
‘ living in’ Rome at the time. b » letter has F ; 
, - : ” piisciia hp “ m the etter ha Phe extended use of lav-workers, lay teachers 4 
ween carefully preserved an . spect $23 . ‘ 
“it : a ; . ae " a : we find special) and preachers and Jay-helpers of all kinds; the 
directions to the Roman Church. - : . . 
; oH detinite social work which meets the needs of the 
) ’ ene t ver. she ’ P ‘ ae ae 
(1) On Humility: that each member should net weak and suffering and provides employment 
think more highly of himself than he ought to think . : . j 
R nh eht te think and) shelter for. the poverty-stricken and out 
Chom, vie 3) 2 A p 
: 3 f “ast: the fle vw } in: iv Pe "e@ m- 
| Hi (2) On the importance of Love Oxiit: 8-10) and of ; a the fighting with sin and ignor hich ind 
i Peace (rive 19) tustice by those whe themselves are in much the 
i (3) On the reception of the weak: that those who sae position as these for whem they are hght- 
tt i are weak in the faith should be received, but that they | ing, rather than by professionally “religious” 
ia: i should net be troubled about doubtful things Caieo Vall this, with the wide religious sympathy in- 
‘ 
1) : , 
| } 

















volved by it, promoting and characterizing the 
best 
need recognition, encouragement and even ex 


“religion of the common lifes’ does it not 
tension among your own people? 

Some of this simple and practical Christianity, 
which appears to be so necessary to the north- 
many of 


know, be found in 


Catholic populations 


erm races, may, | 


vour nerthern (Roman) 
and churches. 

In some of the towns of North Germany, as 
in Treves for instance, nearly all the churches 
have no side chapels. “There is one high altar 
at the cast end, and all the services, including 
the mass, may be supplemented by hymns and 
prayers in the vernacular, which are evidently 
even 


dear to the hearts of the people.  T have 


attended a service ino one of your churches, 
where there was certainly no priest present, but 
in which an old) peasant was conducting a sery 
ice entirely in’ the vernacular, \gain, ino the 
Greek Uniate seetion of vour Chureh the mar- 
riage of the clergy is permitted, or, at all event 
priests who have been married are allowed to 
retain both wife and sacred office. 

No great principle, therefore, could be violated 
that the 


marriage of the clergy, permissible simpheity of 


by generally recognizing permissible 
ritual, extended use of the vernacular and au ex 
the Chureh 


Faith 


within 
Catholic 


tended use of Tay ministry 
are all 
Catholic Unity. 

Mav we net go further and say that the Cathe 
lic Church, if she is truly Catholic, 


prehend such diversities of ministration as | 


compatible with and 


miust com 


have touched upon, and must recogmze—as re 
ecards the northern races—that a certain ameunt 


of “Puritanieal” simplicity. may be perfeetls 
compatible with purity and whole-leartedness of 
faith. pos 
sibly through striving for temporab power has 


She seeks 


For the (Romany Catholic Chureh 


herself become limited and provincial 
to impose Italian customs as well as the Latin 
tongue on peoples and nations for whom these 
are not fitted, and is often unfortunately, copied 


in this by some oof the advanced  \nglicans 


am net guilty of an indiseretion m= men- 


*T hope I 
tioning this 


% UT OMNES UNUM SINT 


drals. 


by brotherly 










































18st 
Phere is much which she might receive, as well 
as give. by union. Strange as this may seem to 


some of my readers, it is questionable whether a 
beauty of noliness” has 
the 


(or 


higher worship “in- the 


hitherto attained than in London St 


Holy Mass) 


at Evensong for example (as a type of the lesser 


been 


Pauls at the Conumunion and 
offices) ino some of our English eountry Cathe 
The strange irreverences found abroadtand 
sometimes at homes of a Creed only half sung 
at Mass, of two different: services proceeding at 
one and the same time ina small Church world 
probably disappear before a higher standard of 
taste and a more spiritual ideal 

The great Chureh which is Catholic in name, 
te be Catholie in The 
North gain dy 
East and farther West might follow, and out of 
this 


Wants reality South as 


well as. the would union, the 


wnen and by means, perhaps, of the 


Miers 
Puritan races as clerents in this union, one seems 
to foresee 


the 


some possibility of the conversion oft 
Vena 
thre 


Vast: Mohammedan population of and 
all Mo 


hammedans is bound up with an uncompromis 


\irtca. Por that as best ar 


ony 


ne Peritanism in ceremonial and the sterner 
virtues often found with this 

Seme may think that the hope of the future lies 
mere im the silent fe of prayer and fasting 1 
Tam tilled with 


the 


confess that LE cannot think so 


the conviction that we are bound te use 


natural means atoour command and that ite is 


only when these are united with praver that we 
For this 


reason T believe more in the development of “the 


can expect the latter to be answered 


religion of the commen life” than in the increase 
of conventual religion, though beth are 


stgns «at 


spiritual lite. The heartfelt ery of the seeking 


souls for understanding, for sympathy and for 
can meet this 
the 


soul of a 


windance, and the more fully we 
whether 


the 


love and) assistance, 


be that of ano individual or 
the 


will he the 


soul 


“Chureh” or soullof a nation, the more cer- 


tam extension of Christ's) Kingdom 


and the more hopeful the prospeet for union 


If in every profession, every trade and every 


calling im life tt was easy te find some acknowl- 
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sub-deacons; men who were themselves known 
examples of Christian soldiers and sailors, phy- 
sicians and surgeons, barristers and lawyers, far- 


mers, 
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tradesmen and labourers, and these were 


given the position and “order” of directing and 


helping their fellows, might we not all together | 


attain a life of practical Christianity transecend- 
ing that whieh the world has hitherto known ? 


Por such a ministry should have a scientific 
earthly, as well as a scientific spiritual, value. 
every home and family affected by it should be 


a nursery of faith and character, 


Without something of this kind, or some great | 
| 


religious awakening, it seems to me that among | 


many nations there is more danger of the world 
converting the Church than of the Church con- 
the The world has its preach- 
ing places, they are open every night and thou- 
tlock 
for 
the 


veneration, 


verting world, 


thousands not 
but 
various 


sands only 
its 
mission. . With 


upon 


services, par freely ad- 


devices world 


is capturing the younger 


to | 


and | 


few give themselves time to think of the four | 


last things. The Chureh will, of course, finally 
God will raise up stones if necessary, 
\braham (Matt. wi: 


perhaps those to whom we 


prevail, 
a~ children to 9), but na- 
tions and peoples 


belong, those whom we have loved and for whom 


owe have hoped and prayed—may lose their | 
place and crown beeause the Christians whe | 
should have guided them were at variance, and | 

| 


many were Christian only in name but Pagan in 
reality. 
In the account of the great. visions of the | 


Ayn rally pse we read of “a 


ne oman could number of 


dreds and peoples and tongues (which) stood 


great multitude which | 
all nations and kin- | 


before the throne and before the Lamb clothed | 


with white robes and palms in their hands” (Rez. 


vi: Od. Tf these were recognizable by St. John 


as of all nations and kindreds and peoples and 
it is useless to in this world 


tongues suggest 


*| no reason why so sacred an office as the 
priesthood should not oceastonally be conferred (wath 
due precautions) on those who as military officers 
captains or doctors had to act as ministers to the sick 


or wounded or dying 


see 





edged Christiansleaders: priests (7)°, deacoas or | that national language and character and taste 


should be Tost in an alien uniformity. 

If the great bond of union then will be the 
presence of the Lord, the clothing of the whit 
robe, and the holding of the palm of vietory, so 
the bond of union now should be a purely spir 
itual headship, the clothing of the spiritual sol- 
dier in his contlict with self and sin, and the ear 
rving of the oil of healing for the wounds of 
our brethren, 


“While earth wears wounds, still must Christ's wornnds 
remain 

Whom Love made Life and of Whom Life made pain 

And of Whom 

No breath, 


Without Elim, sorrow draws: 


Pain made Death. 


no feet 

Wax weary, and no hands hard labour bear, 
But Ile doth 
Phe travail and the heat 

\lso of all things perishing, He saith 
Vy grief, Wy pain, Wy death.” 


wear 


* * * * * « ~ * * * 


“QO earth, seek deep and gather up thy soul 
And come from high and low, and near and far 
And make 


Christ whole! 


Laurence Housman 
KALENDAR 


FOR SEPTEMBER 


1. Fourteenth Sunday after Trinity, St. Giles, Ab. C 


2 Ratsing of Lazarus 


3. St. Simon Stylites, C 

j St. Rose of Viterbo, V 

8 Nativiry or tHe BO VL M. Fifteenth Sunday 
after Trinity 

ih St) Alphonsus Liguori, BoC. D 





14. Exaltation of the Holy Cross 
1s. Sevtecnth Sunday after Trinity 
1. St. Cyprian, BOM 

17 Stigmata ef St. Francis 

IX Kimber Day 

zo. Ember Day. Vigil 

21. St. Matthews -tp. Ember Day 
22. Seventeenth Sunday after Trinity. 
23. St. Theela, Vo M 

26. SS. Cyprian and Justina 

27. SS. Cosmos and Damien 

29, St. Michael and AN Angles 

30. St. Jerome. C.D 

















COMTE ON 


LBERT DE MUN ON TIE 
FRENCIE CHURCH 
The Dublin’ Review for the current quarter 


includes, among several articles of deep inter 
est, one of special signiticanee from the pen of 
Comte Albert de Mun. \nd the editor 


taken a new, but, we think, a wise departure in 


has 


Freneh 
This she muld be welcome to Lenglish readers who 


publi-hing the article in) the original 


deserve some sympathy in this matter, 

For months past they have been the vietims 
the 
daily and weekly press. with the notable excep- 
tion of the Saturday Revicie. 


or prejudiced and one-sided accounts in 


There are few 
questions with only one side to them, and the 
question of the French Church is scarcely likely 
to be in their number. Individual members in 
the Orders and among the secular clergy may 
have made their mistakes, and it is mot surpris- 
ing if many, among clergy and laity alike, found 
it ne easy matter at first to acquiesce in the new 
this 


Roman 


regime of a republican government. But 


does not entitle Englishmen, whether 
Catholics or otherwise, to proclaim their own 
authority to interpret the situation as if from: an 
infallible chair, and as if no one else had a voice 
in the matter, or were able to appreciate the 
bearings of the question, 

Charges of an offensive character have been 
made against the Pope, as if he had been play 
ing a deceitful part in the matter, when in’ fact 
his own fault. if it be a fault, is that he has been 
too straight: and it has been absurdly suggested 
that a Chureh which has been willing te saert 
fice all its temporalitics rather than abate what 
it believes to be its rightful claims, is really in- 
fluenced only by motives of worldly interest 


These curious impressions of the Curta show 


some want oof humour, and are se prejudiced 
as te be ridiculous. 
And when Anglicans, like the Comtesse de 


Franqueville, the sister of Lord Selborne, who 
is now living in France, write as she has written 
recently to the Vineteenth Century to expose all 
this one-sidedness and ill humour, it comes as a 
surprise and disappointment te men, whose one 
aim is te avenge themselves on a Church which 
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declines to be dictated to by them, and whieh 
tells them too plainly to stand down when thes 
assume the role of the contemptuous eritic, and 
avail themselves of every opportunity that comes 


up te blacken the fiee of their own communaton 


We are not saving, mecessarily, that such omen 
have no personal grievanee, or that the authori 
ties have always been wise amd kind in’ their 


treatment of them 

In some instances, no doubt, they are convert 
from another communion, whe are full of venu- 
ine zeal and enthusiasm, and who. past: because 
they come from outside, see the more clearly 
What they believe te be the abuses around them 
and are tempted to blurt out what they think 
on-every occasion Without appreciating the mer 
its of the case. 


Phere should be some way of utilizing rather 


suppressing such zeal But however this 
jmay be, the point before us is precise and spe- 
cite; and we do net eare te have the Prenen 
crisis, Whatever may be the truth about it, ex- 


| their pens in wall hetore 


plained to us by men who are tempted te dip 


every sentence they 


write, and whe cannot restrain their feclings of 


bitter resentment: within the bounds of courtesy 


j and charity. 


| used 


Phe 


Vnghean aucienes 


\way with innuendoes 


fact ts that times 
that 


under 


have changed, and the 


to be ready oon every oecasion and 


(all circumstanees to cheer and clap its hands at 


Pevervthing that was said against the Pope or 
the Church of Rome is not se large as it used 
tor be 

There are not so many of us i the twentieth 
bas there were in the nineteenth century whe are 
ready to sav “Well done, Well sand. te dase 
nnuendoes which suggest what they dare not 
sav about all the authorities in the Chureh from 


jot the picture 


the Pope downwards: more particularly when 


all this is done under the shelter of anonymity 


In anv case when another English writer alse 


living on the spot. presents us with another side 


an attempt 1. made at once, a pa- 


| thetic and piteous attempt, to explain away his 


evidence 
Thus, 


when the Comtesse de Prananeville de- 
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clares “No net even of the most 
Catholics who are loyal to the Pope, could write 
in the spirit of the articles and letters referred 
to.” the anonymous correspondent replies that 


doubtless she has good intentions, but that she 


one 


is being exploited for their own purposes by | 


ceclesiastics or others who are using her like a 
puppet. Naturally this is a matter upon which 
the Comtesse is a better judge than others, and 


she at once explains, “1 will name two of these, 


mv friends, whose names are known in England | 


the Abbé 


“Ino omy ar- 


Monsieur Vhureau Dangin and 


Portal’ \nd she gees on te say: 
ticle it may be observed that a French point 


of view is presented; the point of view 
of Monseigneur  Fulbert Petit, \rehbishop 
of Besaneen of Monsieur Georges — Picot, 
Monsieur Anatole Lerov-Beaulieu, Monsieur 


Armand Lods ¢ Protestant): the point of view 
Which so far had not been presented, and which 
is given in their own words. That of the French 
such Freneh Catholics who are only in mental 
revolution, or in disagreement with Rome, or 
whe openly promote discord and disatfection 

had been, until lately, the only point of view 
That this alse is 


a poimt of view [not only do not deny, but | 


given te the British public. 


can attest its existence, from) personal experi- 


enee, in all its impatience, inaccuracies, and 


crudities irritations. natural and) spiritual, as 
well as natural and evil: apart from the purely 
anti-Christ movement in the | nen-Christian 
avencies.” ; 

\vain the Comtesse writes: “No Frenel man 
or woman, no Roman Catholic suggested my 
entering the arena. 


England, by habit and conviction, Eo mix in all 


classes ins town and country, and have made 
friends in all classes.” 

And once again, she writes: “LT learn from | 
and meet all opinions: and when vour Paris 


correspondent honours me with his acquaintance | 


I suspeet he may tind me his match in the width 
and variety of acquaimtances; and that if he has 
one advantage over me, 1. ¢.. personal aequaint- 


ance with Monsieur Clemenceau and his fellow 
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liberal | 


rovermment arranged for the English market, ot | 


In France, as in | 


ministers—I, at least, am acquainted with, and 


fearlessly discuss with Freemasons. [promise 


not to denounce your Paris correspondent. to 
Rome, nor even to betray his anonymity! Twill 
guard his seeret, as [ do that of other ‘domi- 


noes, whe, since my challenge, have lifted their 
masks !" 

MI this is sufficiently direet, and yet appar- 
ently not sufficiently tempting, for the corres- 
pondent in question appears still to think that he 
can hit harder when his enemies do not know, 
or are supposed not to say, who he is. And so 
he hugs his anonymity. 


MHE REAL POINT, 

However, the real point before us is not that 
there is another side to this question: ner that 
liberal thinkers are unwisely suppressed, if that 
he so, by the authorities; but that all parties it 
they choose to open their eves can see that tor 
a quarter of a century a conspiraey has been at 
work to stamp Christianity out of the land. 

(me point at atime: let people get this firmly 
inte their minds first and there will he plenty ot 
time afterwards to consider any misehief on 
either side that is incidental to it. 

Here is the sovereign fact vou have te con 
sider at the outset, and not to allow questions 
of the Higher Critiein or liberty of thought 
for particular theologians to confuse the issue. 

“Away with Christ’ is the real ery behind it 
all: and everyone who has ears to hear can hear 
it. 

This is why we question the wisdom or en- 
couraging all this one-sided, ill-humoured talk in 
our papers. Our own turn, teo, will come seon 
enough: and over and bevond the manifest un- 
fairness of such language, we do not care to 
take any part in splicing the very bat that will 
presently be used to swipe us out of the feld. 

\ PASSAGE TO GIVE US PAUSE, 

We shall content ourselves, then, on this ocea- 
sion, with a quotation in Comte Albert de Mun’s 
own words: 

Etat en 
France West point Vetfet d” un mouvement spon- 


“La separation de lEglise et de 


tane et reflechi de Vopinion generale: elle est Te 
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fruit do une veritable conjuration anti-chretienne, 
le courennement dune campagne entreprise 
depurs un quart. de siecle pour detruire la vie 
religicuse du paves: clle Wa point eu pour objet 
de donner @ Vie glise Catholique, au lieu div statut 
etabli par le Concordat de r8or, Ventiere Liberte 
de ses institutions, de son organisation et de son 
developpement ; elle a couromne, par une legisla 
tion incompatible avec sa constitution, par la 
confiscation de ses biens et la persecution de 
guisce de ses pretres, Vocuvre de dechristianisa 
tion poursunvie, sous Te nom de Tatersation de 
Etat. pendant ces vingt-cing annees < 
Je mettorecerai, par des faits certains et, de- 
indications precises, de justifier-cette double attir 


mation.” —Dublin Review, July, 1907, p. 156. 





We trust that this opening passage will induce 
our readers te study the entire article for them 


selves 


IN THE BODLEIAN LIBR ARS 

On my war through Oxford, socom after St. Peter's 
Dav, Lo found omayself with two oor three hours to 
spare, and atoonce made for the Bodleian library > and 
while ] was waiting for the book T had ordered, | 
took up anether, Ivang near te me oon the desk. It 
wis a velume of the Datla Revie for igi. and as 
Toturned over it. pages Po ocame upon an article dw 
Dom Cathbert Butler, OOS Bo and was able te secre 
some interesting netes a the meantime 

What were the last. deliberate thought. of Bishop 
Lightfoot on the subject of St. Peter and thes Roman 
Chureh—sueh owas the subject, though met othe title 
of the article im question 

Lightfoot died in igo, and had been composing his 


werks on the Apostolic Pathers just before; im re 


gard te witeh effort Bishop Westeott sand that “at 
vives evidence of an exhaustive study oof the chief 
records of the histers of the Roman Church te) the 


third century” 


Lightfoot’. splendid intelleet, the deep seriousness 
of his relighows character, and moreover his undoubted 
prejyuelies wamst the Roman Church, lend speerl 
weight te anything that he may be Ted te say in that 
Chureh’s  faveur At the time of the Vatican Coun 


cil be proclaimed his own strong sentiments of sym 





pathy with Dellinger, and wath stand tie was then 





making caginst the dowma of apd oo fadbebaler and 
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with such oa predispesin ! oD everything “RK 
man” at dees credit te dns eandour and integrity. eluar 
| acteristics that were ~tampod pom das very cout 

manee, that he should putoon record suehoam pression 
is TL shall here reproduce 

Speaking of the place PSt Peter he writ | 1 

ecupset wlaines t the Pete 1 the \postle 
far si Wo Appear 1 tl Croespel or rl revea 
ertain primaes et St Peter amome the twedls i 
lhold the tirst place n No ¢] ints ] | » 
lence of respotmsabalit nel oot temoptatier ‘ tr 1 
example of moral courage nd ood ral lapese Won 
Ul he recemes peetal pastoral clearage (Clem. Rom 
"W qXr) 

Pause fer oaomeoment at thr pussag ind see tt 
SIMENCaNCe “A certam prom \ 


| that this \prostle appears mothe me deve 





According to Lightfoot, them. at is right te speak of 
tl 


w Primacy of St Peter, and therefore we 


wha Tee say 





1 with the 
rest, and: without distinetoon of any kid te mark him 
off from: them 

Next. turning ote has explanation. he Tt that 
St) Peter's name ts rst noevers Tet Hy 





have added thatom St Matthew ato ante 


Vhe first Simon” 





Also st Peter lia hore respotsrhalyt put ompen 
him than the other \poostt ind omere tempratron 
also 

St. Peter: stands out from the rest im the way of 
excple Tike of gevened nel eval which, whew we 
come te examine th matter, means that] wis beled 
er and more iapulsive thin the t 


And lastly, ane > Lawhirfeoot : vive GIL ta 





rece peenil past l we 

Thank f ool f , natural 
barge special words were sar ote Peter om regard 
te the gundance of the thoek The writer f the ar 
tele Lay pecmil stress upen thi Vyrppssperr streca 
Which ts only tural 

Now STDP preese me Sash oa the Poors ypal Chured 
f Ameries were te preach oon the words of the aa 
mows text St Matthew xvi 08 Theor art Peter, et 
ind srppese die were te Degen ' ermen tha 

Cover mtx wie t ' nny to} 1 

the lows or tho f » we Burt here 
there can he hit 1 toe = P foant Pers 

Christ the. speaker, but to Peter the person ad 
dressed as the rock , 

Seo far he would be repeating the apsassima og 
Loastieop Doragbit tere Novel <trpprese tre tl sent 

\nd, when we turn t ther passages in the Gos- 
pels, where ao enrser glance wal how ous thar Peter 
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was the Prince of the Apostles; for does net his 
name appear tirst on all the lists; does he not have 
mere responsibility. thrust upon him than the others; 
his falls are greater, too, To acknowledge: but also 
yeu omust allow, that while pastoral charges are 
given by our Lord to all the Apostles, special pastoral 
charges are given to) Peter.” 

Such is the view of the famous Bishop Lightfoot, 
and such, toe, dear brethren, will be your view also, 
Woven examine the Gospels with a desire to know 
the truth, and are candid enough to say what you 
ca 


\odushop preaching from oan American 


Nnehieans ak. ane. Ie 
the 


pulpit to 





might seo sp world de 





speaking 


simple truth 


According te Lightfoot three 


clear 


Bishop points are 


Lord conferred a the 


St. Peter 


1 Divat our primacy among 
\p ostles pon 
2 That St. Peter visited Rome and was martyred 


there 


3. Vhat at the end of the tirst century the Roman 
Church beld a primacy over all other churches—a_ pri 
macy which ever grew and developed as the ages ran 
on 

Dom Cuthbert: Butler's comment upon the above is 


as follows 
“The 


sitions Dy oa 


the 
the 


IMpertance of 
scholar of 


recognition of these 


prope 


author's eahbre 


can hardly be overestimated, As compared with the 
past ¢he as writing fourteen vears agod thew are the 
high-water mark in this direction of safe Church of 
England opinion But the facet must not be over- 
looked that this point onee reached by such a critic, 
is net unlikely to beeome the low-water mark at ne 


distant date.” 


Certainly “at no, distant date.” seven vears later. let 


us say. the high-water mark was destined to become 
the “low-water mark.” And we fope the day is not 
far distant when preachers in our Anglican pulpits, 
espectally when St. Peter's Day comes round, will 
say to their congregations at least as much as Light 


foot saNs tO Us here 


We shall like to hear them sav: “We must not sav 
that the Apostles were all upon one dead level You 
will often hear this said, but it is mot true, for St 


Peter was the Prince of the Apostles; he was marked 
out from the rest by our Saviour Himself, who gave 


him a special name, and distinguished him) from. the 


other Apostles also by special pastoral charges. Some 
of you will have seen all this stated with cleverness 
by Bishop Lightfoot in) his) famous work on the 


Apostolic Fathers 


| 
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would he honest 
Lightfoot. 


St. Peter's primacy, he suggests, was temporary, and 


But it not to ignore the moditiea- 


tions of 


came te an end with the admission of the Gentiles 
into the Church 

“It must have been,” he tells us, “the primacy of 
lustorical imanguration.” And = more expressly — still 
Lightfoot goes on “But lest we should misinterpret 


the position thus assigned to him, and attribute to i 


a continuity and permanence which does not belong 


to it, he vanishes suddenly out of sight: another more 
personality the chief 
which he could 


striking assimes place, and 


net have achieved; 
Hh ful Wed 
primacy is at oan end” 
Lightfoot declares that 


he 


achieves conquests 
hardly 


Mission, 


Its name ds ever mentioned Thats 


his 
Next, 


Rome 


his special and 
(Clem 
though St 
of Rome 


And lastly, that the primacy of the Church of Rome 


Rom. i: 487) 


Peter was in was never Bishop 


was net originally due te any primacy of her bishons, 


other: and the later primacy of the 


Raine 


hut te 
Rishon of 
Chureh 


Ulises; 


grew out of the early primacy of his 


Vo the abowe assertions Dom Cuthbert Butler make- 


the following weighty reply 

“Contemporary writers held quite distinetly a vers 
In their eves the greatest weight in 
faith attached to 
Apostolic Churches 


different theory 


the settlement of questions of was 
the traditions and teaching of the 
Vo this principle Trenacus ard Vertutlian have recourse 


avain and again in their controversies with the here 


tics, And the reason of this appeal simply 
and solely the faet that they had been founded by 
Apostles Now among all) Apostolic Churches both 
these writers single ont the Chureh of Rome as heme 


in a special wav \postelic, in a special wav a witness 


te the orthodox faith And they both assign a reason 
for this preeminence of the Roman Church among 
Apostolic Churches, viz. that it was founded and pre- 
sided over bv the two greatest Apostles, SS. Peter 


“It (the primacy) is a ques- 
The re 


and Pank” And again: 
Sonmetof the fourth century, but of the second 
spoof the labours of the modern school of ecclesiastical 
historians has been to throw back this question, and 
the 


which 


others, two centuries, whereby case assumes a 


the older genera 
Had the pri- 
and taken shape 


complexion and urgeney of 
of had 
emerged inte the light of 


tien scholars ne conception 


AEN day 
the first time when Christianity had become the 


le 


for 





State religion, no doubt a good case might be me 


ont’ Gi oe, for the theory that the Church derived 
its majesty from the imperial city) 
Our readers will be interested in this accoune and 


criticism oof Lightfoot’s latest view of St. Peter. It 














represents a great and. signiticant advance when 


well 


we 
as the man; while it un- 
doubtedly strengthens the>position of those who rec- 


recall the moment as 
ognize inthe Anglican appeal to antiquity an adequate 
fulerum on which to raise the lever of a constitutional 
movement in the direction of the Holy See. 


Spencer Jones. 


Pik EDPPOR'S MATL BAG 


\ CRITICISM, 


Dear Fathes 

In the Jazing Church for July 6, the editor, writing 
from Lonedon. says ‘Ttaly, indeed, strikes one as an 
apostate mation; England as far from oat Phere are 
priests in’ England whe deny cardinal postulates of 
the Catholic faith, and are net silenced: bat in) Traly 
it ts saidl—/J hate ne knowledge how truly. that 
sixty-five percent of the clergy are agnostics, and 
they alse are not sileneed” and he adds, “But faith 


is net dead in’ Furope generally.” 


Whatever the intention of the editor may have been 


ino making, on mere hearsay, such sweeping 


weeusae 


Aureos 


tions, the natural result) of sueh 


correspondenes 
Lit: re ( 
minds of ats readers 

Who could 


wher than 


pearing upen the editertal page 
potsem thre 
Chureh 
Holy J 


clergy are 


would be te 
the 


mesult 


catist 
Romi 
the 
the 
editer 


We erosser 


te this Sixty-five per 


cent. af ‘gnosties a sHeneed 


net 


Is the really se gullible, or was the wa 
have tose father to the thought ? 


Ihe 
of Tits 
ter the 
it \eain 


estimate on the ite 


he 


issertion, he 


certainly pot a low 


readers, for knewledue as 


heheve 


speaking of “med 


while diselaim 


asks them t 


truth of his 


in the issue for July 13, 


ern scholarship.” he says “Tt has produced 


of schol 


t group 
orthodox om upholding the de 


Creeds Tit 


rs whe are 





the Catholn whe 


with 


trines of 


the tolastic conceptions of 
the authorship and 
\nel at alse 


comforming age 


hut at the 


saturated newer se 


interpretation of the savered canon 


of 
slenee, 


Ja, 


vastly larger mumber 


ally 
reduced worship te ae 
and 


is Jatter elas 


has produced a 


stics, who evi preserve 


same time fave 


meaningless form. Strangely onewgh Whoest une 
happily, offielal Rome scems to view 1! 


with equaminity 


Now, 
pomting: out the 


entire 


been very diligent in 


Mr 


while the editor has 


mote im the eve of Taseph Sarto, 


as he styles His Holiness, he has made little effort in 
an editorial way te begin with plucking the beam 
of error from the eve of the Church in his own etty 
of Milwaukee. Readers of the Living Church will 
remember how relentlessly that paper pursued the 
Rev. Mr. Cox of Cincinnati, because he cepoused the 
cause of Mr Crapses. forcing him finally te) resign 
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active work in. the though unsucecesstul in 
bringiig dum ote trial Lately it has assured us that 
a standing committee bh heen elected which can be 
relied on to aet 

In striking contrast te this has been its attitude wata 
regard te a sermon preached by the Rey. Wl A. South 
rector of St. Pants Chureh, Milwaukes baolhowang 
the dectsion of the Court of Review against Dr Cr ip- 
sey, Mr. South delivered ao sermon oon December 16 


erom 


he 





of last year, wi emlogized gentleman and 














dd his ditthe est te diseredit) the decision oof the 
court Nnent the deeiron, Mr. Smith said I had 
hoped that the court of review om New York City 
might tind at possable under the canes f4 Churen 
te oreverse thr Porter hecpmpen nel e what 
seems te ome a terrthle blor an r ‘ 
Phat deetston we must alse bear a mind. u not the 
decision af the whole Episcopal Chu t the 
Wdienmry of ome diocese only Cod forbid it 
should remian unaltered 
Of the “virgin barth” 1 That 4 fact of 
history to he proved or discredited 1 ik of 
hustormeal eritier whieh nmetther I ity 
ofon fellow ecler it ' nt ow | her 
words, the Bable a rh te Mr Snot t the 
Word of God. and as he mist t mie 
earching: test te which we ! t all hist " 
mie Nn agian We sait fer furtl rs¢ 
mento ood our belref cin the Vargo birth t an 
tien othe esult of patient, reverent tric 
yvol rship 
In furlset Pp eoof Dr Crap | ore 
Is aman, whe by praver and sear g of heart, has 
heen trving t witerpret t ! tel ' t will 
t Ake: “Sbacts He 1 t 14 ! ice of 
praver, imbued them wath 4 huis B rit of 
ery Ile ] tood with St. Peter 
t a wiser the Saat eseadasi ars, 1 on with 
the qttesties Whom « ! that | 1 toith 
wou wad / ‘ wt fare } ; ed 
with the disciple, “thew art t Christ, the S f the 
Living Gael 
id Mr. Cr posi 
ght eur bettle f ‘tty of 
faith Mav God give m 
dark hour 
a starred f¢ Living 
Chin in the case of Mr. Coxe, expected ¢ ee that 
urnal tak wp othe ¢ Mr. S with equal 
ter, the were ch i ited That J heer closed 
eulicet with the / ne Charch We wond ‘ The 
editer cdmitted that Mr Cox 4 ‘ hoeure 
priest’ -reetor of an “unimportant” parist And Mr 
Smit} Hle ore Ssan00 a year and. rectory, 
ind ois rector of e largest nd wealthiest parr h in 
he Docese § Milwankee nd situated in tl edie 
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tors home city. Can this he the explanation of the 
editor's silence? It remained for a Roman priest and 
also oa Protestant minister, the Rev. Dr, Frick, to 
come out in defence of the “Virgin birth.” 


the Roman Church undoubtedly 


She 


has her problems. 


may have an occasional unfaithful priest, but it 


i lecomes the editor of the Living Church to bear 
false witness as he docs when he asserts that “sixty- 
tive per cent of the clergy of Italy are agnostics,” 


and te imply that the Holy Pather views the Calleged) 


fact “with equanimity.” 
Very truly yours, 
MILWAUKEE, 


THE DIFFERENCE 


Dear Father: 


Phe comprehensive method which your correspon- 


dent, Wo OY. Wo uses in) discussing the question of 
clerical celibacy in the Nugust number of Tite Lame 
deserves much praise. Narrowed down to its. strict 
meaning at ots that the Anglican Chureh advises her 
pestulants that af they feel themselves unable to. re- 
frain from matrimony, it would be well for them to 
marry; wherenpon nine out vf ten of the littl thoek 
declare themselves unable to) refrain, accept the con- 


dition and begin te look for wives even before ordina 
Tren 

On the other hand, Rome in the cold, firm, persistent 
way in which she considers conditions so far as they 
atfeet the and glory of the Church, rather 
the 
feel that 


tntit te 


well-bemy 


than hew they coneern individual, says to new 


pestulants, “Hh vou to contain 


holy 


you are unable 


yourselves, vow are serve at omy altars 


Geo. in peace ‘3 
Although vast numbers of the positions offered these 
priests are sordid, solitary and full of hardship, they 


are readily accepted and her ranks of postulants are 


always full) Only the narrow-minded people who con- 
Rook oof Martyrs Bible 
these devoted priests with libidinowus hy poerisy 


LB. € 


ple Fox's with their charge 


ON THE GREEK KALENDS 


Dear Father: 


I owas surprised te find the Rew Arthar Llovd writ- 
Lae that Ie 


for We sk Vas, ote 


ingoainm Tue would be found 
must 


\nghean Communion 


Tie apc d place 


and that reunion Net mveolyve 


the splitting up of the He surely 
does net expeet the Holy Father, the “Guardian of the 
Vineyard.” to tolerate all the 


which he God hasten the time 


manner of 
May 
when the various sects will return te the one fold, but 
that 


heresies in 


Tandy over rules 


will only be when they have abandoned their 


whole faith. And even if we 
are only te wait until all the Protestants and °Broad 


errors and embraced the 


| 
Churchmen” im 





| the Anglican Communion become 
| Catholic before we Anglo-Romans re-enter the Fold 
| of Peter, then | can prophesy with some degree of 
} confidence that our reunion will be effected on_ the 
Greek kalends 

| ‘To change the subject rather abruptly, in) 1890. the 
| é é 

| then Bishop of London (through jis chaplain) wrote 
that he “did n consider the Chureh of England to 
he now, or to have ever been, a branch of the Chureh 
of Rome.” In 126g the Abbots and Priors of England 
} Wrote a letter to the Pope, in which they say, “Up te 


this moment glorious things have been said 


of the Church of England, which is a> special member 
of the Most Holy Chureh of Rome.” [ think that the 
people of tayo were better able to judge of their own 
status than was the Bishop of 1890 
\ Lonpon Priest 
CURRENT CLIPPINGS. 
PHE VOICES AND THE APPETITES. 

M. Briand again! The last time the public heard 

about him he feured as heing desirous of putting a 


break on 


which he 


the 
Was timself one of the principal authors 


policy of persecution and confiscation of 


Nay, for a little while the papers deseribed his estrange 


ment from the truculent Clemenceau, and predicted 
that one of them would certainly retire from the 
government. Bur M. Briand had* never any intention 


of separating from Clemenceau, or allowing himselt 


to he 
this week in lis old role before the public 
or four 


forgotten, and he has appeared again 
The thre 


detinitely 


laws already passed against the Church had 
net auite killed it as a public institution in) France 
M. Briand has now introduced still another Iall, which 
is calenlated to the coup de 


after a 


LIVE The former 
that 


churches, episcopal 


yrace 


laws period all) the 


presbyteries, 


proclaimed certain 


residences, semina- 


ries, ete, in existence at the time of the making of 
the Concordat, belonged to the State, the Departments 
and the Communes. But besides these there are at 


least two thousand buildings which have been crectea 
the Catholics. M 
Inll contiseates them. There 


sinee by private offerings of Bri- 


amis new were in every 
choecese of 
old 
of God 
hack 


There 


iranee homes for the aged priests—poor 
whe, at the end of their lives 
the people, had no other refuge to 
upon, MM. Briand’s latest bill 
pious legacies 


in the service 
fall 
contiscates them 
for Masses 
and other pious objects, left by good Catholics. M 
little bill them there be 
heirs in the direct line of the original testators, ana 
the Prefect of the district. is pleased to admit their 


meh 
and 
were a 


great many 


Briand’s contiseates unless 


made within three months from 
the passing of the bill into a law. The old 


claim, which must he 


catie- 














ne 


hd 
he 


he 
ite 
to 
ch 
ni 
to 


er 
he 


vn 


ird 
ot 
rs 


red 


ich 
ler 


tec 
ri- 
ory 

or 


fall 


nG 
\eir 
om 















drals and other churches in’ France are rich in pre- 


clous and historical objeets—documents, books, manu- 


scripts, works of art, old tapestries, sacred vessels, 


reliquaries—M_ Briand’s litthe bill contiscates them and 
provides that they be removed from. their historteal 
setting and placed ino museums and archivs \nd M 
Briand’s bill is sure te pass | 


LO REOPEN THE VATICAN COUNCH 





Referring te the 1 roof t likelihood of 
ecumemical corner te de held ata oneet mote eat 
Rome, the English weekly, published am othe htert 
City, states that “the nh foundation for tl tate 
ment that can be learned here in Ren ~ the de 
sire expressed by This Ploliness to or pen tl Vaticar 
Counei, whieh was suspended—net closed, tutrty- 
seven veaurs ago, should circumstances chanes ak 

' 


that) possabl \. 


three vears and | 





part of the work that on 





twit Ve Heel feet tier 
eral Counedl onotabl ! stein | ti 
of the I \- 4 4 1 t ' 
ehureh must t i | 
Levers bod \ t ' Vatican ¢ il 
Seriptiures Tad meta ! > perfor ' 
sed at certapnls not be ented thar tho 1] + 
beeome far more urgent meowad 1] it Wits r 
eration age. Butoin the  omeantr iw, Meet 
founded the  UPabli ( 1") \ 
warmly encouraged its da is as likely not 
that in the course of the next few vears thi sre 


mission will doo mest of the work that would have 


been accomplished by the ponderous machinery of 
counetl Anyway the reoepemme of the Vatican Con 
ei) during the present pontificate is still a matter for 
Vagile surmise 


\ FLOOD OF SCANDAI 
Following on the Pumagalh scandal ¢(Pumagalli i 


the woman whe for vears wore a onun's dre mn 





of the public denunetations, repeated a hundred 
bw the ecclesiastical authorities. and whe was faveures 


for vears by the Tralian police and enal finetionartes 





and the organs of freemasoury and anti-clertealism! 
a score at least of fresh scandals have tne ished 
It is Me eXaggeration te say that thr net 





and breadth of Ttaly hardly half a deven) important 


newspapers have heen 





minded during the last week, seo 


details they contain 

Ome may easily imagine how the Holy Father ha 
been atfheted by this unprecedented outbreak of <hin- 
der and violence At the close of this vear the cete 
bration ] 


gin, Iut it om vers 
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CATHOLIC WOMEN'S COLLEGE AE ONFORD, 


the 


establish a 


a cablegram= from 
sanctioned long-debated 
Cathole college ter 


In p87 


\ccording to 


the 


Rome, Pope has 
proposal te 
Oxford 


the 





Wemen at 


previous decision of English bishops, 


excluding Catholics from attendance at the univers1 
ties was econtirmed by Propaganda. In 180s the Con 
gregation gave leave for men to attend. In 186 at 


accorded the same permission te ceelesiasties. hh 
that 
in the permission. 

The 


women 


ISo7 


it declared women students were not embraced 


faverable action now reported with regard to 
be attributed to the satisfactory results 
and the 


surroundedk 


may 


of attendance by laymen and ecelestastics 


with which ft has heen 


Standard and Times. 


safeguards 
Catholic 


\ MONK OF ST. BASIL APPOINTED 


has Rey Soter 
a monk of the 
in Gaheta, as the 
Catholies in the United 


particularly pleasing to the Greek Catholics, for they 


The Pope 
Ortyarskt, 


appeimted 
Order of St 


Stephen 
Basil the 
Ruthenian 


Great, 
Greek 
This appointment. is 


bishop of the 


States 


have been desirous for many years of having a bishop 
of their own rite, since bishops of the Roman rite are 
unacquainted with, and are not permitted to celebrate 


any services according to the Greek rite—The Tid- 
ngs. 
“JAPAN 1S WAITING.” 
\ oo prominent missionary of the Anglican Chureh 


thre Rev, i Bh 
attitude in 


Tokyo, deseribes the 
“There 
of an 
wide toleration of the Jap 
free 

MW Japan 
Protestant teachers on 


Cholmondeley of 


Japan as one of waiting has 
deal of 
“and the 


Government 


heen a great evangelistic seed-sowing 


sorts.” he says, 


anese Mis given a course to 


every 


form oof Christian preaching knows 
ihout Christ. and the labors of 
felds of battle, 
he said te have brought 
the land 


wave of 


the soldiers and) sailors, 


Christ to 
simultanecotusths 


among may 
the news of 


\nd 


Christian 


every 
village in vet, with 
knowledge, there has 
hody has felt 
Japan is waiting for the next development, waiting for 


the leader 


this 


yreat 


come a pause which every Christian 


or Jeaders, whether Japanese or foreign, it 


matters not, so long as they have the signs of apostle- 
ship, whe shall he able. in God's Name, 
the the Haly 


multitudes of Japan that have 


to gather into 
Apostolic Church, the 
heen persuaded or half 


net of One, and 


persuaded, or that are looking for help or guidance 
under the new conditions of the fresh century which 
has made the past Imnossihie” Poston Sacred Heart 


Ae 


| 
| 





THE LARGEST IN THE WORLD. 
The archdiocese of Chicago is the fourth largest 
archdiocese in the world, Its church population is 
something less than 1,200,000, 


Phe 


est, 


archdiocese of Cologne, Germany, is the larg 
with a Catholic population of more than 2,000,000 
Vienna, Austria, +is with about 1,500,000 

The archdiocese of New York is third, with 1,200, 


Om 


second, 


age the Catholic population of the areh 
The has 


Fen vears 


diocese of Chicage was 600,000, increase 


heen 100 per cent —Lachonge 


FRANCISCANS 


are at 


IN) PHILIPPINES 
There sixty-eight 


in the 


present Franciscan 
Of 


Mary of the 


friars 
belong to the 
Angels in the city of 
Manila, engaged in preaching, hearing confessions, re- 
citing the office in choir, and directing the Pious Union 
of St. Anthony to which a great number of the faith 
ful Some of attend to the 
spread and preservation of Order of St 
thousand members 
Besides these, there 
forty-six members of the order engaged in the prov 


Inces 


Philippines these sixteen 


monastery of St 


helong these priests 
the Third 
Francis, which has more than forty 
in’ Manila and its) suburbs are 
In twenty-six parishes and missions these have 
Catholic 154,080 
These forty-six friars have approximately during the 
past administered 6,876 heard 
1,486 performed 
ceremonies bad 
used to see de 
scribed by non-Catholic writers as unspeakably lazy 

The Catholic ¢ 


charge of a population numbering 


year baptisms, 9167 


confessions, preached sermons and 


1.132 marriage This is not such a 


record for a class of men whom we 


olumbian 


\ PRIEST'S WORK 


The late Revo Martin) Ferrand, S.J. who spent 
thirty years of his life in composing a Chippewa dic 
tionary, bas collected in’ three large: manuscript vol 


umes about four hundred and fifty thousand Chippewa 
words. —Omaha True Votece 


THE CLEANEST HAVE PAID THE BEST . 


With depravity rampant on the stage, it is cheering 


to knew that the plays which have made the most 


money have been thoroughly clean. Joseph Jeffer- 
son's “Rip Van Winkle” heads the list, with) earn 
ines amounting tt $s.q00,000, and Denman Thomp 
son's “OL Tomestead” follows it pretty — closely 
“Colleen Bawn.” “Unele Toms'’s Cabin.” “The Pri 
vate) Seeretary” and ‘Mrs. Wiggs of the Cabbage 
Patch” have made profits running tar into six fig- 
ures. The Casket 








